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THE 


BleiTings  of  Polygamy,  he. 


Rev.  and  dear  Sir, 

HOWEVER   exalted   my   ideas   of 
friendfliip  may  be,   (and  I  hope  I  do 
^       not  exceed  the  language  of  humility,  when 
c^^      I  fay  that  1  truft  what  little  I  know  of  rc- 
V.       ligion  has   rather   refined  than    dtmi?2tJJjed 
them)  however  great  ajid  unalterable  may 
"^-       be  my  regard  for  you,   a  regard  founded 
on    many   years    experience    of    the  real, 
worth  of  the  perfon  on  whom  it  is  placed ; 
however  highly  I  may  refped:  you  as  a  man 
of  abilities  and  a  fcholar ;  above  all,  how- 
ever much  I  may  honor  and  reverence  you 
as  a  minifter  of  that  gofpel  from  which 
alone  wx   both    look  for  falvation  >    yet, 
B  where* 
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where  truth  is  concerned,    I  muft  forego 
every  other  confideration,  and  fay  with  one 
of  old. 

Amicus    Plato,    Amicus   Socrates,     Magis 
Arnica  Veritas. 

But  why  fhould  I  fuppofe  I  am  afting 
contrary  to  friendfhip  in  thus  pubhcly  ad- 
dreffing  you  on  the  fubjedt  of  your  late 
work  ?  With  pleafure  I  call  to  mind  the 
many  happy  feafons  we  have  had  together, 
when  fpeaking  of  thofe  delightful  themes 
which  will  afford  matter  of  joy  and  praife 
to  the  redeemed  throughout  eternity,  how 
often  I  have  been  quickened  and  edified 
by  your  Chriftian  converfation  ;  how  often 
comforted  and  diredled  by  your  judicious 
and  feafonable  advice  5  v/hilft  on  the  other 
hand,  you  yourfelf  have  not  difdained  ta 
hearken  to  the  words,  and  have  not  de- 
fpifed  the  counfel  of  a  friend,  though  fo 
much  below  you  in  every  gift  both  of  na- 
ture and  of  grace.  Let  me  not  therefore 
harbor  the  thought  that  I  can  forfeit  your 
efteem,  becaufe  I  tell  you  with  all  thaC 
fincerity  and  opennefs  with  which  I  have 

always 
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always  been  ufed  to  accofl  you,    that    I 
moil   cordially  wife   your    book   entitled 
Thelyphthora,  had  never  k^n  the  light; 
as  I  am  now  mofl  fully  perfuaded  of  the 
fad  truth  of  what  I  told  you  in  a  private 
letter,  when  I  earneflly  befought  you  to 
fupprefs  it,   viz.  That  the  dodlrine  it  ad-« 
vances   is  totally  repugnant   to   fcripture, 
and  is  calculated  to  do  irreparable  mifchief 
in  the  church  of  Qod,    and  to  the  world 
in  general.     Thefe  in  few  words  are  my 
undifguifed  fentiments  on  your  ^^  Trea- 
tise ON  Female  Ruin;'*   and  yet  I  am 
as  fully  perfuaded  that  your  own  intention 
in  compiling  and  writing  it  v/as  perfeftly 
good,  and  that  uprightnefs   towards  God, 
and  benevolence  towards  multitudes  of  your 
poor  miferable  fellow  creatures,    at  once 
diftated  your  words  and  guided  your  pen. 

If  any  thing  I  may  offer  (hould  prove 
the  means  of  convincing  you  how  exceed- 
ingly you  have  erred  from  the  truth,  your 
wonted  friendlliip  will  caufe  you  to  thank 
me  ;  if  you  fhould  ftill  retain  your  opinion, 
the  fame  friendfliip  will  at  leail  caufe  you 
B  z  to 
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to  conclude  that  I  mean  well.  In  either  cafe 
therefore,  I  hope  there  is  nothing  wrong 
in  my  undertaking;  though  I  confefs  I  have 
*  been  long  ftruggling  with  myfelf,  before  I 
could  refolve  thus  publicly  to  take  the  field 
of  controverfy  againft  you  :  1  trufi;  how-^'^i. 
ever,  that  in  this  combat,  I  fhall  make  ufe^ " 
of  no  other  fword  than  tiat  of  the  Spirit^ 
'which  is  the  word  of  God  [Aj,  and  then 
though  (to  ufe  a  familiar  phrafe)  I  fhould 
give  you  a  ho?ne  thrujly  yet  I  doubt  not  but 
we  fhall  make  up  the  difference  without  a 
fecond  on  either  fide,  and  agree  together  in 
this,  ^hat  faithful  are  the  wounds  of  a 
friend  [B]. 

I  am  fenfible  it  will  afford  a  Angular 
pleafure  to  many,  that  we  have  thus  entered 
the  lifts  together.  But  let  fuch  unhappy 
perfons  enjoy  fuch  pleafure.  It  is  of  no 
better  fort  than  that  which  the  malice  of 
Satan  excites,  or  rather  it  is  that  which 
excites  Satan  himfelf,  when  he  can  caufe 
^udah  to  vex  Epbrainiy  or  Ephraim  Judah. 
But  it  is  a  melancholy  confideration  that 

[A]  Eph.  vi.  17.  [B]  ProY.  xxvii.  6. 

what 
I 


Tke  Bleffings  of  Polygamy,  &c.         9 

what  will  afford  matter  of  malicious  glee 
to  the  children  of  the  wicked  one,  will 
prove  the  caufe  of  heart-felt  grief  to  the 
children  of  light. 

Still  truth  is  truth,  and  muft  not  be 
given  up,  though  Paul  fhould  withftand 
Peter,  or  though  Paul  and  Barnabas  fliould 
feparate  through  the  fliarpnefs  of  the  con- 
tention between  them. — But  I  mention 
this  byway  of  argument  and  allufion,  not 
by  way  of  comparifon,  at  leaft  fo  far  a§  I 
myfelf  am  concttned. 

I  (hall  not  attempt  to  follow  you  page 
by  page,  but  at  once  lay  the  ax  to  the  rooty 
by  ftriking  at  the  foundation  of  what  I  look 
upon  to  be  the  leading  principle  or  corner^ 
Hone  on  which  you  build  the  dodrine  of 
Polygamy,  viz.  *^  That  if  God  allowed  a 
plurality  of  wives  to  his  people  under  the 
Old  Teftament,  he  cannot  have  forbidden 
it  to  Chriftians  under  the  New."  This 
idea  the  erroneoufnefs  of  which  I  fhall  en- 
deavor to  prove  in  various  undeniable  in- 
fiances,  has  led  you  to  offer  the  greateft 
B  3  violence 
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violence  to  almoft  every  text  of  fcripture 
you  have  produced  from  the  gofpels  and 
epiflles.  Yet  I  bear  you  vvitnefs,  that  you 
have  done  this,  not  becaufe  you  were  un- 
v^illing  to  admit  the  divine  teilimony,  but 
upon  fuppofition  that  you  were  making  the 
fcripture  confiflient  v/ith  itfelf^  in  order  to 
prove  the  unifon  and  harmony  which  fubfiil 
between  the  Old  and  New  Teflament, 

We  will  readily  admit  that  Chrift  came 
not  to  deflroy  the  law ;  not  to  fet  up  any 
new  rule  of  condudl,  any  remedial  law, 
or  any  more  pure  fyflcm  of  morals  than  that 
which  was  before  revealed  by  God  in  the 
ten  commandments.  So  far  from,  it,  he 
came  to  J  ul/l/i  the  law,  to  magjiify  and  ?72ake 
it  honorable^  to  reftore  it  to  its  original 
perfeftion,  and  to  remove  the  falfe  glofles 
which  the  fcribes  and  pharifees  had  put 
upon  it  'y  to  bring  back  the  laws  relative  tQ 
marriao-e  and  divorce  to  their  orig^inal  and 
primitive  inflitutipn.  Nor  do  I  at  all  dif- 
fent  from  you  in  believing  that  all  thofe 
parts  of  the  ceremonial  law,  and  of  the 
Tewift  polity  which  are  of  moral  intend- 

mentj 
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ment,  are  and  muft  be  of  eternal  obliga- 
tion ;  *^  unlefs  God  be  pleafed  either  to 
repeal  thefe  laws,  or  to  give  any  other  in 
their  ftead,  as  his  infinite  wifdom  fees 
good."  Obferve,  I  lay  an  uncommon  em- 
phaiis  on  thefe  words,  and  therefore  I  re- 
peat them.  *^  Unlefs  God  be  pleafed  ei- 
ther to  repeal  thefe  laws,  or  to  give  any 
other  in  their  flead,  as  his  infinite  w^ifdom 
fees  good."  Which  he  certainly  has  a 
right  to  do,  and  frequently  (as  we  fliall 
foon  make  appear)  has  done,  without  the 
leaft  impeachment  of  his  ov^n  moral  cha- 
rafter,  or  without  the  leaft  change  in  his 
own  nature ;  forafmuch  as  the  one  grand 
deiign  which  he  ever  has  in  view,  and  in 
which  he  is  imthoiit  'variablenefs  or  fiadow 
of  turning,  is  his  own  glory,  and  the  good 
of  his  church  and  people, 

I  would  not  from  hence  be  underftood 
to  infinuate  that  Polygamy  was  ever  a  part 
of  the  law  of  God.  On  the  contrary,  there 
is  no  command  whatever  which  enjoins  it, 
or  even  leans  towards  it,  throughout  the 
whole  Bible.  No,  not  in  any  cafe  what- 
B  4  ever. 


12       Ti'he  BleJJmgs  of  Polygamy  y  &c. 

ever.  Not  even  when  a  man  had  no  ifiue 
by  a  firft  wife,  or  though  he  were  joined 
to  a  woman  of  the  haughty  and  refraBory 
difpofition  dJ a  Vajhti  [C].  Yet  to  men  un- 
married God  himfelf  frequently  condefcends 
to  give  diredions  for  the  choice  of  a  wife, 
as  he  did  by  an  inimediate  anfwer  to  the 
prayer  of  Abraham's  fervant  when  he  ob- 
tained Rebecca  for  Ifaac.  So  throughout 
the  whole  book  of  Proverbs,  there  are  va^ 
rious  inflruftions  for  the  choice  of  a  wife^i 

[C]  A  very  amiable  and  feniible  lady  one  of  the 
l>eft  of  wives,  and  heft  of  mothers,  made  the  following 
lemark  to  me  on  the  note  in  the  firll  vol.  of  Mr.  Ma- 
dan's  Treatife,  p.  182 — *'  1  do  not  perceive  (faid  fhe) 
that  queen  Vafhti  did  any  thing  unbecoming  a  good 
atid  an  obedient  wife,  in  not  coming  to  the  feaft  ai; 
king  Ahafuerus's  command  ;  fo  far  from  it,  that  fear 
of  expofing  her  hufband  feems  to  have  been  the  mo- 
tive of  her  refufal;  for  it  is  exprcfsly  faid,  that  tlie 
kind's  heart  was  then  mervy  ivith  wine,  and  the  very 
nicffage  itfelf  (hewed,  that  flie  was  fent  for  that  he  and 
his  guefls  mi^ht  look  on  her  beauty  ;  fo  that  the  modefly 
of  the  queen  might  well  be  fliocked  on  the  occafion, 
zwd.  fhe  had  great  reafon  to  fear,  left  had  fhe  at  this 
time  prefcnted  herfclf  to  this  royal  but  intoxicated  af- 
U^r.bly,  the  confequences  of  her  coming  would  have 
been  much  vvoife,  than  of  her  Itayingaway," 

with 


The  Bleffings  of  Polygamy,  &c.       13 

with  the  higheft  commendations  of  a  good 
one,  and  the  dreadful  lot  and  condition  of 
the  poor  man  who  has  the  plague  and  tor- 
ment of  a  bad  one.  Yet  throughout  the 
whole,  God  fpeaks  in  the  lingular  number 
{wife)  and  never  in  the  plural  {wives). 
Nay  there  is  one  paflage,  which  if  we  give 
the  words  their  plain,  eafy  fcope,  (and  I 
fliall  not  attempt  to  twift  or  darken  them 
by  any  interpretation  of  my  own)  will  near- 
ly amount  to  a  poiitive  injundlion  of  Mono- 
gamy [D],  and  confequently  to  a  dired:  pro- 
hibition of  Polygamy.  The  words  are  thefe. 
Drink  waters  out  of  thine  own  ciftern  ;  and 
running  waters  out  of  thine  own  well.  Let 
not  [E  j  thy  fount  ains  be  difperfed  abroad^  and 

rivers 

[D]  For  the  benefit  of  the  plain  Englifli  reader  I  ob- 
ferve  once  for  all,  that  Monogamy  means  vhe  mar- 
rying or  having  only  one  wife  at  a  time.  Bigamy 
means  having  tvyo  wives  at  a  time,  and  Polygamy 
(which  Mr.  Madan  chiefly  defends)  having  many 
wives  at  a  time. 

[E]  Though  I  muft  confefs  myfelf  to  be  no  He- 
brsean,  yet  a  friend  of  mine  who  has  a  critical  know- 
ledge of  that  language,  affures  me  on  the  authority  of 
thelparned  A^.r.  H^ennicot,  that  this  word  (not)  Hands 

in 
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rivers  of  waters  in  the  Jlreets*  Let  them  be 
only  thine  own  and  not  ftrangers  with  thee: 
Let  thy  fountain  be  blejfed^  and  rejoice  with 
the  wife  of  thy  youth.  Let  her  be  as  the 
loving  hind^  and  fie  af ant  roe ;  let  her  breajis 
fatisfy  thee  at  all  times,  and  be  thou  ra^ 
vifhed  always  with  her  love  [F]. 

But  it  Is  not  my  deiign  in  this  place  to 
produce  texts  of  fcripture  againft  the  doc- 
trine of  Polygamy.  All  I  would  infift 
upon  is,  that  there  never  was  any  pofitive 
command  of  God  which  enjoined  it,  and 
.that  therefore  it  never  was  any  part  of  the 
divine  law.  That  he  permitted  it,  either 
for  the  reafons  that  he  permitted  bills  of 
divorcement  to  be  given,  or  to  prevent  the 

in  fome  manufcripts ;  and  Indeed  there  is  no  making 
good  fenfe  of  the  paflage  without  it ;  but  on  the  con- 
trary, it  appears  to  be  a  contradiftion  of  what  goes 
before  and  what  follows  after,  and  the  omiffion  of  it 
is  exactly  of  the  fame  kind,  as  you  tell  us  the  printer 
was  guilty  of,  whom  archbifhop  Laud  fined  fo  heavily 
in  the  ftar-chamber  for  leaving  the  fame  word  [not J 
out  of  tlie  feventh  commandment. 

[F]  Prov.  V.  15,   16,  17,   18,   59. 

Jews, 


^2l:}e  BleJJings  of  Polygamy^  &c,        1 5 

jews,  who  were  a  particular  and  diPcind: 
people,  from  intermarrying  with  idolatrous 
nations,  is  not  to  be  controverted;  and 
that  he  bleffed  the  perfons  and  heard  the 
prayers  of  his  own  people  who  praftifed  it, 
and  did  not  illegitimatize  the  offspring  of 
thofe  polygamous  marriages  is  alfo  paft  dif- 
pute.  Still  fufferance  is  no  law,  even  at 
the  time  it  is  granted;  (elfewe  make  God 
the  author  of  all  fin,  fince  no  fin  could 
have  exifted  without  his  permifTicn)  much 
lefs  ought  it  to  be  extended  and  conflrued 
as  a  law  to  after  ages  and  people  under  dif- 
ferent difpenfations,  and  different  circum-- 
fiances.  I  will  not,  however,  reft  the  iffae 
on  the  diflinftion  between  a  permijjion  and  a 
cojnmand'y  I  will  even  fuppofe  (though  I 
cannot  allow  what  never  appears  to  have 
been  the  cafe)  that  God  under  the  Old 
Teflament  ordained  certain  laws  in  favor 
of  Polygamy.  Still  he  who  ordained  thofe 
laws  had  an  equal  right  to  change  or  abro- 
gate them  as  he  thought  fit  and  meet :  and 
as  his  holy  and  fovereign  will  is  the  only 
rule  of  right  and  wrong,  I  fhall  now  prove 
by  feveral  undeniable  inflances   that  what 

is 
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is  agreeable  to  the  mind  of  God  at  one  time, 
and  even  matter  of  duty  in  his  creatures  to 
comply  with,  may  at  another  time  be  ab- 
solutely wrong  and  iinful. 

The  f?'JI  inftance  I  bring  fhall  be 
adduced  from  that  almoft  original  com- 
mand of  God.  Be  fruitful  and  multiply 
[G].  Now  it  is  moft  certain  that  this 
command  muft  have  been  fulfilled  by  the 
marriages  of  neareft  relations  at  the  time  it 
was  given,  and  for  feveral  years  afterwards, 
as  alfo  immediately  after  Noah*s  flood  ;  and 
this  without  any  fin  whatever  in  the  perfons 
fo  marrying;  but  when  the  world  was 
peopled  and  the  reafon  for  fuch  marriages 
no  longer  fubfifted,  then  God  forbad  them 
both  to  Jews  and  Gentiles  as  unlawful, 
wicked,  and  incelluous.  But  if  we  were 
to  adopt  your  grand  argument  in  defence 
of  Polygamy  on  this  occafion,  then  we  muft 
fiy,  that  "  God  himfelf  having  inftituted 
or  permitted  an  inceftuous  intercourfe 
among  the  immediate  defcendants  of  Adam 
and  Eve  and  of  the  generations  of  Noah, 

[G]  Gen.  i.  28. 

.under 
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lander  that  great  primaeval  command  in- 
creafe  and  multiply ^  and  having  bleffed  the 
perfons  and  heard  the  prayers  of  thofe  v^ho 
pradlifed  it,  and  having  adopted  their  iflue 
as  legitimate,  therefore  inceftuous  marriages 
can  never  be  fmful  under  the  gofpel,  and 
he  who  prefumes  to  fay  that  a  brother  may 
not  now  lawfully  marry  his  own  fifler, 
attempts  to  be  wifer  than  Jehovah  himfelf, 
adopts  the  principles  of  Mahomet,  Cerin- 
thus,  and  Socinus,  and  in  fad  fets  God  and 
his  Son  Jefus  Chrift  at  variance  with  each 
other/*  How  nearly  this  is  your  own 
language  upon  much  more  flender  proof 
of  what  you  have  advanced,  let  thofe  who 
have  read  your  book  judge. 

The  fecond  inftance  I  mention  in  proof 
of  what  I  have  faid,  fliall  be  taken  from 
the  alteration  of  the  fabbath.  For  the  fe^ 
venth  day  God  rejled  from  all  the  work 
which  he  had  made^  and  he  bleffed  and  fane-- 
tifed  it  [HJ. 

[H]  G^n.  ii.  2. 

In 
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In  conformity  with  this  early  inftitution 
of  the  fabbath  as  a  day  of  reft,  the  anci- 
ent people  of  God  the  Jews,  obferved  and 
hallowed  the  feventh  day  with  the  moft  ri- 
gid feverity,  and  you  yourfelf  bring  fome 
terrible  examples  of  God's  jealoufy  over 
this  law  of  the  fabbath,  as  contained  in  the 
fourth  commandment,  and  of  his  indigna- 
tion againft  the  breakers  of  it ;  particularly 
in  the  fearful  cafe  of  the  man  who  was  or- 
dered to  be  ftoned  to  death  for  gathering  a 
few  fticks  on  the  iah^ath  day  [I]. — But 
he  w/jo  is  ^  Lord  y^abbath,  has  thought 
fit  to  change  his  own  inftitution ;  and  the 
day  on  which  he  rofe  from  the  dead,  viz. 
the  firft  day  of  the  week,  is  now  the  great 
Chriftian  fabbath,  as  the  feventh  day  was 
that  of  the  Jews.  Whether  the  Jev^ifti 
fabbath  v/ere  or  were  not  typical  of  the 
Chriftian  fabbath,  has  nothing  to  do  w^ith 
the  prefent  queftion.  The  fabbath  day  is 
plainly  changed.  A  poor  man  may  now  as 
lawfully  gather  his  fticks  on  a  Saturday  as 
on  any  other  day,  and  none  but  a  Jew  or  a 

[I]  Numb.  XV.  32,  33,  &c. 

Sabba- 
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Sabbatarian  would  deny  him  the  priviledge. 
Nay  even  if  he  were  to  do  it  on  a  Sunday, 
efpecially  for  any  neceffary  purpofe,  I  can- 
not fuppofe  that  the  rigor  of  the  inftitu- 
tion  of  the  fabbath  fo  far  fubfifts,  as  that 
he  would  thereby  incur  the  wrath  of  God^ 
anymore  than  by  kindling  a  fire  for  pre- 
paring his  neceffary  food  on  the  fabbath  day, 
which  however  was  pofitively  forbidden 
under  theMofaic  difpenfation. 

In  the  third  inftance  I  bring  I  {hall  go 
farther,  and  fhew  that  God  under  fome 
particular  circumftances  abfolutely  com- 
manded that  to  be  done  as  an  indifpcnfible 
duty,  which  under  others  he  has  abfo- 
lutely forbid  as  a  moft  atrocious  crime, 
and  backed  both  his  command  and  his 
prohibition  by  the  fevereft  penalties,  and 
this  was  in  the  cafe  of  marrying  a  brother's 
wife  after  the  death  of  tlie  brother.  Who- 
foever  did  this  under  the  Levitical  law, 
committed  an  a6l  of  fin  and  of  uncleannefs, 
and  the  curfe  of  barrennefs  was  pro- 
nounced againll  the  woman  with  whom 
he  was  guilty,  as  it  ftands,  Lev.  xx.  21. 

If 
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If  a  man  Jh all  take  his  brother  s  ivfe^  it  i^ 
an  unclean  thing :  he  hath  uncovered  his 
brother  s  nakednefsy  they  JJjall  be  childlefsi 
But  if  the  elder  brother  died  without  iffue, 
then  it  became  a  duty  abfolutely  incum- 
bent on  the  next  brother  to  marry  the  wi- 
dow, and  to  raife  up  feed  unto  his  brother, 
and  the  difobedience  to  this  law  was  pu- 
nifhed  with  death  in  the  cafe  of  Onan  [K]. 

m^i^  fourth  inflance  I  produce  is  from 
Ezra's  exhortation  to  the  people  and  to  the 
priefts  to  put  away  their  ftrange  wives  [L], 
which  no  doubt  he  did  by  the  dired:ion, 
or  at  leaft  by  the  full  approbation  of  God 
himfelf,  for  the  order  was  given  immedi- 
ately after  he  had  addreffed  God  iii  the  moft 
folemn  manner  by  CQnfeflion,  humiliation, 
and  prayer.  Yet  from  the  very  firft  infti- 
tution  of  marriage,  thofe  whom  God  had 
joined  together,  no  man  could  put  ^funder. 
And  when  any  man  and  a  virgin  had  be^ 
come  one   flefh   (according   to   your  own 

[K]  Gen.  xxxviiu  8,  9,  10. 
[L]  Ezra .  x.   i,  2,  &c.  throughout. 

inter- 
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mtcrpretation  of  the  text,  Deut.  xxii.   28,* 
29,)    He  could  not  put  her  away  all    his 
DAYS,    feeing  he  had  humbled  her.     You 
will  fay,  that  this  command  of  Ezra  re- 
fpedled  idolatrous  wives  and  fuch  only,  and 
therefore  thefe  marriages  were  void  ab  initio, 
I  will  grant  your  affertion,  but  then  you 
cannot  abide  by  it  yourfelf  without  throw- 
ing down  the  grand  pillar  which  fupports 
your  doClrine  of  Polygamy;  viz.  that  when 
any  man  whatever  has    become  one  ^^'i\\ 
with  any  maid  or  virgin,  this  union  is  an 
abfolute  marriage  in  the  fight  of  God  :    He 
cannot  put  her  away  all  his  days,  feeing  he 
hath  humbled  her.    I  fay  therefore,  you  muft 
either  raze  one  of  the  principal  foundation 
ftones  on  which  you  build  the  doftrine  of 
Polygamy  ;   or  otherwife,  you  muft  allow 
the  truth    of  what    I   am  attempting   to 
prove,  viz.  that  under  particular  cafes  and 
circumftances,  God  frequently  permits  and 
allows  that,  which  under  different  cafes  and 
circumftances  he  difallows  and  forbids,  and 
vice  verfd ;  ftill  having  nothing  in  view  but 
his  own  glory  and  the  good  of  his  creatures  ^ 
C  fo 
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fo  that  he  ever  remains  unimpeaehable  ill 

his  character  of  the  God  which  changeth 

not,  the  fame  under  the  law,  as  under  the 

gofpel  i  the  fame  yejlerday,  to  day^  and  for 

€ver, 

Ffthly,  Under  the  Jewifli  law  bills  of 
divorcement  for  other  caufes  than  adultery 
were  permitted :  by  which  the  wife  was 
difmifled  from  the  houfe ;  and  had  liberty 
to  marry  another  man  ;  in  which  cafe,  flie 
could  not  return  again  to  her  firft  hufband, 
Deut.  xxiv.  I,  2,  &c.  [MJ.     But  thefe  di- 

vorces 

[MJ  The  words  in  our  tranfTation  are  juft  as  follow. 
When  a  man  hath  taken  a  wife  and  married  her,  and 
it  come  to  pafs  that  fhe  find  no  favor  in  his  eyes,  be- 
caufe  he  hath  found  fome  uncleannefs  in  her  :  then 
let  him  write  her  a  bill  of  divorcement,  and  give  //  in 
her  hand,  and  fend  her  out  of  his  houie. 

And  when  fhe  is  departed  out  of  his  houfe,  fhc^ 
may  go  and  be  another  man's  wife. 

And  if  the  latter  hufband  hate  her,  and  write  her 
a  bill  of  divorcement,  and  giveth  //  in  her  hand,  and 
fendeth  her  out  of  his  houfe  ;  or  if  the  latter  hufband 
die,  which  took  her  to  he  his  wife ; 

Her 
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Vorceswere  pronounced  abfolutely  unlaw- 
ful by  Chrift  himfelf  under  the  gofpel ; 
and  whofoever  put  away  his  wife,  and  mar- 
ried another  was  deemed  an  adulterer  ;  as 
was  alfo  the  man  who  married  her  that  was 
put  away.  This  is  clear  from  our  Lord's 
own  words  to  the  pharifees  when  afking 
him  of  this  matter.  Mo/es  hecaufe  of  the 
hardnefs  of  your  hearts  Juffered  yon  to  put 
away  your  wives ;  but  from  the  beginning  it 
was  not  fo.  And  I  fay  unto  you^  whofo&vcf 
Jhall  put  away  his  wife,  except  it  be  for 
fornication^  and  fb all  marry  another ^  com^ 
mitteth  adultery :  and  whofo  marrieth  her 
which  is  put  away  doth  commit  adultery  [N]^ 

As  I  fhall  have  occalion  in  the  fequel 
to  confider  this  important  fcripture  more 
at  large,  I  fhall  only  at  prefent  make  fome 
animadverfions  on  a  diftindion  which  you 

Her  former  hufband  which  fent  her  aWay,  may  not 
take  her  again  to  be  his  wife,  after  that  (he  is  defiled  • 
for  that  is  abomination  before  the  Lord,  and  thoti 
flialtnot  caufe  the  land  to  lin,  which  the  Lord  thy 
God  giveth  thee /<7r  an  inheritance,  ver.  i,  2,  3,  4, 

[N]  Matt.  xix.  8,  9. 

C  2  endeavor 


24        ^he  Blejjtngs  cf  Polygamy ^  &c. 

endeavor  for  obvious  reafons  to  eftabliflt 
between  the  permiffion  of  Mofes,  and  the 
permiffion  of  God  himfelf  in  this  matter 
of  divorce.  It  is  true  indeed,  our  Lord 
fays,  '*  Mofes  fuff'ered  yauy'  but  are  w^e 
from  thence  to  fuppofe,  that  God  connived 
at  what  was  fmful,  becaufe  he  either  could 
not  or  would  not  thwart  the  will  and 
pleafure  of  Mofes  ?  Is  all  fcripture  given 
by  infpiration  of  God,  or  is  it  not  ?  Did 
holy  men  of  old  fpeak  as  they  were  moved 
by  the  Holy  Ghoft,  or  did  they  not  ?  Was 
Mofes  the  vicegerent  and  legiflator  of  God, 
or  was  he  not  ?  In  a  word,  did  he  ad:  by  his 
own  authority  [O]  or  by  that  of  Jehovah 
himfelf?  I  muft  certainly  conclude  that 
what  was  permitted  or  enjoined  by  the  will  of 
Mofes,  was  permitted  and  enjoined  by  the 
will  of  God ;  and  that  to  talk  of  Mofes 
fuffering  a  thing  to  be  done  which  God  did 
not  fufFer,  is  to  fet  God  and  his  own  law- 

[O]  My  friend  has  alwojl  ventured  to  aiTcrt  this,  if 
not  quite.  His  words  are  thefe  '*  The  only  in- 
ftance  in  which  Mofes  a£led  by  \i\^  own  authority 
was  in  the  matter  of  divorce." 


givet 
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giver  (or  rather  the  executor  of  his  own 
law)  at  abfolute  variance. — Our  Lord  fays, 
JDid  not  Mofes  give  yon  the  lawy  and  yet 
none  of  you  keepeth  the  law  ?  Are  we  there- 
fore to  conclude,  that  Mofes  gave  the 
whole  law  by  his  own  authority  ?  Vv'e 
have  juft  as  much  reafon  to  do  {o^  as  to 
fuppofe  that  he  gave  one  jot  or  tittle  of  it 
by  his  own  authority,  w^hether  we  diftin- 
guifh  it  by  moral,  ceremonial,  or  judicial. 
But  what  puts  the  matter  beyond  alldifpute^ 
is,  that  the  whole  of  the  divine  law,  in  the 
very  midft  of  which  ftands  the  paffage  m 
queftion,  is  ufhered  in  with  the  greatefl 
folemnity,  as  containing  the  mind  and  will 
of  God  himfelf,  delivered  to  his  fervant 
Mofes,  w^ho  it  is  faid,  ^72.^  faithful  in  all 
things y  for  the  ufe  of  the  people  over  whom 
he  was  appointed.  And  the  conclufion  of 
it  is  fummed  up  in  the  following  moft 
ftriking  words.  This  day  THE  LORD 
THT  GOD  HATH  COMMANDED 
THEE  to  do  thefe  Jiatutes  and  judgments  : 
thou  floalt  therefore  keep  and  do  them  with  all 
tipine  hearty  arid  with  all  thy  fouU 


It 
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It  is  therefore  part  all  doubt,  that  the 
law  of  God,  and  the  law  of  Mofes,  in  every 
iota  and  pundtilio,  were  one  and  the  fame  \ 
and  that  Mofes  in  no  cafe  whatever  fuffered 
any  thing  which  the  divine  will  did  not 
authorife  him  to  fuffer :  Mofes  could  no 
more  have  permitted  the  cuftom  of  w^riting 
a  bill  of  divorcement,  than  he  could  have 
fuffered  the  divorced  woman,  who  had 
been  defiled  by  another  man,  to  return  to 
her  firft  hufband,  which  he  by  the  very 
fame  authority  which  enjoined  every  other 
part  of  the  law,  ftridtly  prohibits  in  the 
following  words  :  And  if  tkc  latter  hujband 
hate  hevy  and  write  her  a  bill  of  divorce^ 
ment,  and  giveth  it  in  her  hand,  andfejidetb 
her  out  of  his  houfe ;  or  if  the  latter  hujband 
die,  which  took  her  to  be  his  wife.  Her  for- 
mer hujband  which  fent  her  away,  may  not 
take  her  again  to  be  his  wife,  after  that  jhe 
is  defied ;  for  that  is  abomination  before  the 
Lord :  and  thou  foalt  not  caife  the  lajid  to 
fin,  which  the  Lord  thy  God  giveth  thee  for 
an  inheritance^  Deut.  xxiv.  4,  5. 

I  con- 
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I  conclude  all  I  have  to  offer  on  this 
head,  by  remarking,  that  when  our  Lord 
fays,  Mofes  hecaufe  of  the  bardnefs  of  your 
hearts  fuffered  you  to  put  away  your  wives y 
it  is  juft  the  fame  as  if  he  had  faid,  ^'  Be- 
caufe  of  the  hardnefs  of  your  hearts  this 
cuftom  was  fuffered  by  the  law  of  Mofes  y* 
but  to  fuppofe  that  Mofes  permitted  it  in- 
dependent of  God's  authority,  is  to  fappofe 
that  though  God  by  his  own  infinite  wif- 
dom  framed  one  part  of  the  law  himfelf, 
yet  fome  inconveniences  occurring  relative 
to  the  laws  of  marriage,  which  he  was  not 
at  firft  aware  of,  he  left  it  to  Mofes  to 
make  the  beft  of  a  bad  bargain,  and  to  get 
the  people  out  of  the  fcrape  as  well  as  he 
could. — Befides,  if  difliinclions  of  this  fort 
are  once  fet  up,  in  order  to  countenance  any 
fivorite  opinion,  we  are  not  to  wonder,  if 
the  words  of  Paul  or  Peter,  or  James  or 
John,  be  thought  of  lefs  confequence  than 
the  words  of  Chrifl;  which  would  foon 
make  way  for  the  introdudlion  of  every  abo- 
minable and  peflilent  herefy ,  as  we  know 
it  already  has  done  among  many,  who  talk 
of  the  authority  of  the  four  gofpels,  in  a 

ftraia 
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ftrain  as  if  they  were  to  be  regarded  with 
higher  veneration  than  the  reft  of  the  in- 
fpired  writings. 

Where  it  fuits  your  own  purpofe,  you 
find  fault  with  bifhop  Patrick,  for  faying, 
'*  Mofes  himfelf  fuppofes  as  much  ;" 
which  you  obferve,  **  looks  as  if  Mofes 
was  fpeaking  by  his  own  wifdom  ;"  which 
the  bifhop  did  not  at  all  mean  to  infer. 
But  where  it  militates  againft  your  plan, 
and  the  bifhop  fays,  that  "  divorce  (under 
the  law)  was  allowed  of  God,"  there  you 
*^  take  the  liberty  to  obferve,  that  it  is  beft 
to  keep  to  the  expreflion  of  fcripture,  and 
that  our  bleffed  Saviour  does  not  fay,  that 
God  allowed  divorce,  but  Mofes  allowed  or 
permitted  it."  However  in  both  cafes,  the 
biihop  fpeaks  on  the  fuppofition  that  what 
the  legiflator  permitted,  the  Lawgiver  had 
authorized,  and  that  God  and  his  law 
were  in  perfect  un^n. 

Before  I  quit  this  fubject  I  fhall  only 
obferve,  that  the  divorced  wives  here,  were 
not  idolatrous  wives,    and   yet  they  were 

fuifered 
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fufFered  to  be  put  away^  and  even  to  marry 
another  man,  living  the  firft  hufband  ; 
which  is  a  full  anfv^er  to  your  objedtion 
concerning  the  command  given  by  Ezra  to 
the  people  to  put  away  their 7?r^;^^^  wives. 
The  fame  may  be  faid  of  that  paflage, 
Exod,  xxi.  10.  If  he  take  him  another  wife  -, 
her  fQod^  her  raiment ^  and  her  duty  of  mar ^ 
riage  fhall  he  not  diminifj, — Mofes  is  here 
fpeaking  of  the  very  particular  cafe  of  a 
man  who  fhould  fell  his  daughter  to  be  a 
maid  fervant  with  a  mafter  who  humbled 
her,  or  as  it  ftands  in  the  text,  who  dealt 
deceitfully  with  her. — And  yet  though  he 
had  been  one  flejh  with  her,  God  gave  him 
liberty  to  put  her  away  if  fhe  pleafed  him 
not,  and  to  marry  another. — Whatever  this 
fcripture  may  prove  for  you,  it  certainly 
proves  this  againjl  you,  viz.  That  the  law, 
which  declared  that  where  a  man  enticed  a 
maid,  and  lay  with  her,  he  might  not  put 
her  away  all  his  days,  w^as  not  in  all  cafes 
invariable;  yet  this  is  one  of  the  principal 
texts  on  which  you  ground  the  dodlrine 
of  Polygamy,  and  argue  in  defence  of  it 
from  the  invariable  nature  of  the  law  of 
z  God, 
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God. — — But  your  grand  miftake  feems  to 
lie  in  confounding  the  moral,  with  the  ju- 
dicial law,  and  in  not  perceiving  that  the 
latter,  though  blended  with  many  excellent 
moral  inftitutions,  cannot  poffibly  lubfifl, 
neither  was  intended  to  fubfift  in  any 
other  nation  than  that  peculiar  one  for 
whofe  ufe  it  was  framed.  Such  were, 
the  laws  relative  to  theft,  reftitution, 
damages,  trefpaffes  in  cafes  of  truft,  ufury, 
witchcraft,  oppre fling  of  ftr angers,  bribes » 
punhhment  of  fervants,  &;c.  &c.  &c. 
which  are  mentioned  in  the  2 2d  and  23d 
chapters  of  Exodus,  as  well  as  in  the  book 
of  Deuteronomy,  and  particularly  the  law 
of  retaliation,  which  has  fo  much  in  it  of 
mpral  intendment,  that  a  late  writer  in  a 
pamphlet  intitled  ''  A  Letter  to  the  New 
Parliament,"  feems  almoft  as  anxious  for  its 
revival,  as  my  friend  Mr.  Madan  is  for  the 
revival  of  Polygamy,  and  endeavors  to  prove 
that  our  Saviour  never  meant  to  abolifh  it. 
Yet  there  is  no  reafon  to  doubt  from  our 
Lord's  own  authority.  Matt.  v.  38,  39, 
that  this  law  is  now  fuperfeded  for  that 

more 
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more  benign  and  evangelical  fyftem  which 
enjoins  us  to  return  good  for  evil. 

Other  inftances  might  be  brought,  but 
let  thefe  fuffice  :  and  indeed  I  think  if  I 
had  mentioned  only  one  of  them,  that  one 
would  have  been  fufficient  to  eftablifli  my 
polition,  that  God  confident  with  his  own 
invariable  nature  and  attributes,  may,  and 
does  frequently  permit,  and  even  ordain 
that  to  be  done,  under  fome  cafes  and  cir- 
cumftances,  which  under  others  he  abfo- 
lutely  forbids  as  wrong  and  linful.  That 
therefore,  notwithftanding  he  may  have 
allowed  and  did  allow  Polygamy  to  have 
been  pradiced  by  his  own  people  under 
the  law,  (though  he  never  gave  the  leaft 
fhadow  of  a  command  for  it),  in  order  to 
preferve  them  as  a  peculiar  people  and 
diftindl  nation j,  and  to  fulfil  his  royal  pro- 
mife,  t^at  they  foould  be  as  the  Jiars  of  hea- 
ven for  multitude  [P]  j  yet  thefe  ends  be- 
ing 

[P]  It  is  a  maxim  founded  on  truth  and  on  gene- 
ral experience,  that  the  fame  cufloms  in  one  country 
may  have  a  quite  different  effed  in  another,  accord- 
ins; 


3  2       lihe  BkJJings  of  Tohgajny,  &e. 

ing  now  anfwered,  God  under  the  gofpel, 
has  been  pleafed  to  reduce  the  laws  of 
marriage  to  their  original  inftitution ,  when 
he  brought  the  firft  woman  to  the  firft  man, 
and  commanded  that  a  man  from  thence- 
forth fhould  leave  his  father  and  his  mo- 
ther, and  fhould  cleave  unto  his  wife,  and 
they  twain  fhould  be  one  flefh ;  upon  which 

ing  to  the  different  laws,  genius,  and  clrcumftances  of 
the  people,  and  according  to  the  different  ages  of  the 
world  in  which  they  live.  Upon  which  account» 
though  Polygamy  may  have  been  friendly  to  popula- 
tion among  the  Jews,  and  might  without  much  in^ 
convenience  fubfiil  v/ith  their  political  government, 
yet  it  would  certainly  have  a  very  different  effe£l  ia 
the  prefent  period  among  profeffors  of  Chriftianity, 
and  even  among  the  modern  Jews,  as  well  as  be  at- 
tended w  ith  a  long  chain  of  evils ,  of  \vhich  the  Ifra- 
elites  of  our  day  fecm  fully  fenfible,  by  having  given 
up  the  pra6tice  of  Polygamy,  and  by  contenting  them- 
felves  with  one  wife.  And  indeed,  when  our  Lord 
himfelf  iirll  made  his  appearance  upon  earth,  a  Poly- 
gamift  was  fcarcely  to  be  found  amongft  the  Jews ; 
which  is  a  very  fufficlent  reafon,  why  in  his  public 
niiniflrations  he  gave  no  particular  commands  to  his 
hearers  to  put  away  all  their  wives  except  one^  when 
perhaps  not  one  of  thofe  hearers  who  received  his 
teftimony,  had  any  more  wives  than  one  to  put 
away. 

account 
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account  Polygamy  is  fo  far  from  being  al- 
lowed under  the  New  Teftament,  that  it 
ranks  under  the  general  name  of  adultery, 
as  I  fhall  endeavor  to  evince,  by  reftoring 
feveral  paffages  of  holy  writ  to  their  plaiit 
eafy  natural  fenfe,  which  I  am  heartily  con- 
cerned to  avow,  have  been  dreadfully  ob- 
fcured  and  mifmterpreted  by  the  forced 
conftruftion  you  have  put  upon  them ; 
but  before  I  do  this,  I  fhall  fpcak  of  the 
very  dreadful  and  (hocking  confequences 
which  mufl  inevitably  attend  the  eftablifh- 
ment  of  your  plan. 

The  Jews  (as  I  before  obferved)  being 
a  diflind:  people,  and  feparated  by  the  na- 
ture of  their  laws  and  worfhip  from  all 
other  nations  under  heaven,  their  great 
Lawgiver  in  his  dire(5lions  given  to  Mofes, 
fo  fuited  their  laws  and  government  to 
their  peculiar  fituation,  and  their  fituation 
to  their  lav/s  and  government,  that  thefe 
laws  were  enforced  without  any  other  dif- 
ficulty  than  what  the  refradlory  difpolition 
of  that  people  fometimes  occaiioned, 
though  in  general  they  fubmitted  them- 

felves 
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felves  peaceably  to  the  decifions  of  Mofe§, 
and  were  unanimous  in  fufFering  thofe  pe^ 
nalties  and  punifhments  to  be  inflifted  on 
offenders  which  their  laws  enjoined;  and 
when  they  were  not  fo,  God  in  a  miracu- 
lous manner  frequently  interpofed  to  the 
deflrudlion  of  the  difobedient.      As  they 
were  under  a  particular  inftitution  by  their 
judicial  law  in  other  reipedls,  fo  they  were 
in  matters  relative  to  marriage,    divorce, 
fedudlion,   whoredom,   adultery,  &c.    not 
that  the  nature  of  thefe  could  at  all  alter, 
or  that  be  fmful  or  not  finful  in  a  Jew 
which  was  not  the  fame  in  another  perfon, 
but  there  were   certain  temporal  punifh- 
ments annexed  to  the  breach  of  thefe  laws, 
which  did  not  fubfift  among  other  nations, 
and  alfo  certain    miraculous  methods   of 
trying  and  deteding  the  guilty,  which  were 
only  known  among  themfelves. — Such  was 
tbc  law  ofjealoiify  [  Q  ]  to  difcover  the  un- 
faithful nefs 

[Q_]  Numb.  V.  14.  And  if  thefplrit  of  jealoufycome 
upon  him,  and  he  be  jealous  of  his  wife,  and  flie  be 
defiled ;  or  if  the  fpirit  of  jealoufy  come  upon  him, 
and  he  be  jealous  of  his  wife,  and  fhe  be  not  defiled  ; 

15  Then 
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faithfulnefs   of   a  wife.     And   fomewhat 
a-kin  to  it,  (though  not  to  be  called  mira- 
culous) 

15  Then  fhall  the  man  bring  his  wife  unto  the 
prieft,  and  he  fhali  bring  her  offering  for  her,  the 
tenth  part  of  an  ephah  of  barley-meal ;  he  fhall  pour 
no  oil  upon  it,  nor  put  frankincenfe  thereon,  for  it  is 
an  offering  of  jealouly,  an  offering  of  memorial, 
bringing  iniquity  to  remembrance. 

16  And  the  priell  fhali  bring  her  near,  and  fet  her 
before  the  Lord. 

17  And  the  prieft  fhall  take  holy  water  in  an 
earthen  veffel,  and  of  the  dull  that  is  in  the  floor  of 
the  tabernacle  the  priefl  fhall  take,  and  put  it  into  the 
water. 

1 8  And  the  pried  fhall  fet  the  woman  before  the 
Lord,  and  uncover  the  woman's  head,  and  put  the 
offering  of  memorial  in  her  hands,  which  is  the  jea- 
loufy-offering :  and  the  priefl  fhall  have  in  his  han4 
the  bitter  water  that  caufeth  the  curfe. 

19  And  the  priefl  fhall  charge  her  by  an  oath,  and 
fay  unto  the  woman,  If  no  man  have  lien  with  thee, 
and  if  thou  hafl  not  gone  afide  to  uncleanuefs  with 
another  inflead  of  thy  hufband,  be  thou  free  from  this 
bitter  water  that  caufeth  the  curfe  : 

20  But  if  thou  hafl  gone  afide  to  another  inftead  of 
thy  hufband,  and  if  thou  be  defiled,  and  feme  man 
hath  lien  with  thee  befide  thine  hufband  : 

21  Then  the  priefl  fhall  charge  the  woman  with 
an  oath  of  curfing,  and  the  prieft  ihall  fay  unto  the 

woman, 
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culous)  was  the  cloth  of  virginity ^  where- 
by   to   make    known     the     reality  of   a 

maid  [R], 

woman,  The  Lord  make  thee  a  curfe  and  an  oath 
among  thy  people,  when  the  Lord  doth  make  thy 
thigh  to  rot,  and  thy  belly  to  fwell ; 

22  And  this  water  that  caufeth  the  ciirfe  fliall  go 
into  thy  bowels,  to  make  thy  belly  to  fwell,  and  thy 
thigh  to  rot :  And  the  woman  Ihall  fay,  Amen, 
Amen. 

23  And  the  pried  fhall  write  thefe  curfes  in  a 
book,  and  he  fhall  blot  them  out  with  the  bitter 
water. 

24  And  he  fhall  caufe  the  woman  to  drink  the 
bitter  water  that  caufeth  the  curfe  ;  and  the  water 
that  caufeth  the  curfe  fhall  enter  into  her,  and  become 
bitter. 

25  Then  the  priefl  fhall  take  the  jealoufy-ofFering 
out  of  the  woman's  hand,  and  fhall  wave  the  offer- 
ing before  the  Lord,  and  offer  it  upon  the  altar. 

26  And  the  priefl  fhall  take  an  handful  of  the  offer- 
ing, even  the  memorial  thereof,  and  burn  it  upon  the 
altar,  and  afterward  fhall  caufe  the  woman  to  drink 
the  water. 

27  And  when  he  hath  made  her  to  drink  the  wa- 
ter, then  it  fhall  come  to  pafs  that  if  fhe  be  defiled, 
and  have  done  trefpafs  againfl  her  hufband  ;  that  the 
water  that  caufeth  the  curfe  fhall  enter  into  her  and 
be£ome  bitter,  and  her  belly  fhall  fwell,  and  her  thigh 

ihall 
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maid  [R].  But  as  thefe  laws  now  no 
longer  fubfift,  and  evidently  ended  with 
the  whole  external  Jewifh  policy^  How 
would  it  be  poffible  to  adopt  your  fyftem 
among  Chriftians  in  the  prefent  dayj  fo  far 
only  as  the  knowledge  of  virginity  is  con- 
cerned.— Suppofe  any  artful  woman  who 
had  a  mind  to  marry  fome  rich  or  great  man, 
were  to  complain  to  any  magistrate,  or  in  any 
court  of  law,  that  he  had  enticed  her  and 
humbled  her,  and  therefore  fhe  had  a  claim 
upon  him  to  make  her  his  wife ;  fuppofe 

Ihall  rot :  and  the  woman  fhall  be  a  curfe  among  her 
people. 

28  And  if  the  woman  be  not  deiiled,  but  be  clean ; 
then  fhe  fhall  be  free,  and  fliall  conceive  feed. 

29  This  is  the  law  of  jealoufies,  when  a  wife  goeth 
aiide  to  another  inflead  of  her  hiiiband  and  is  defiled  ; 

30  Or  when  the  fpirit  of  jealoufy  cometh  upon 
him,  and  he  be  jealous  -over  his  wife,  and  fhall  fet 
the  woman  before  the  Lord,  and  the  prieft  fliail  exe- 
cute upon  her  all  this  law. 

31  Then  fhall  the  man  be  guiltlefs  from  iniquity, 
and  this  woman  fhall  bear  her  iniquity. 

[R]  See  this  alfo  exprefTcd  at  large,  Deut.  xxii, 
Y5r.  1 3  to  2  2 . 

P.  twenty 
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twenty  more  were  to  do  the  fame ;  hoW* 
could  the  poor  man  help  himfelf  upon  your 
plan  ?  He  mull  marry  them  all,  and  pro- 
vide for  them  all,  feeing  he  hath  humblea 
thouy  he  may  not  put  them  away  all  his  days. 

Again,  let  it  be  fuppofed,  that  any  laf- 
civious  man  who  was  tired  of  his  firft  wife, 
hankered  after  variety,  and  wifhed  to  take 
another,  or  two,  or  three,  or  four,  (for 
your  doftrine  allows  of  no  limitation)  he 
has  nothing  to  do  but  to  walk  about  a  wife- 
Jeeki72g^  make  his  propafals  wherever  lujft 
and  inconftancy  fhall  fuggeft,  and  if  the" 
woman  confent,  neither  he  nor  fhe  com- 
mit any  fin  -,  JJ:e  has  given  herfelf  up  to  the 
man  of  her  choice^  who*  has  humbled  her^ 
and  therefore  they  are  man  and  wife  in  the 
iight  of  God,  without  any  marriage  cere- 
mony whatever. — But  he  may  not  put  her 
away  all  his  days,  and  he  muft  provide  for 

her But  fuppofe  he  is  poor  and  cannof 

provide  for  her  [S]  •    ftill  he  may  not  put 

her 

fS]  I  am  acquainted  with  a  worthy  good  marr, 
who  in  the  honefly  and  integrity  of  his  heart,  having 

been 
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for  awayj  fo  he  and  his  wives  muft  ftarve 
together,  though  moft  women  in  fuch  a 
predicament  it  is  to  be  prefumed,  would 
fally  forth  into  the  ftreets  and  fupply  their 
wants  by  proftitution^  efpecially  as  nothing 
could  be  expected  at  home  but  quarrels, 
jealoufiesi  and  brawlings  among  the  reft 
of  the  females,  and  at  bejft,  diffatisfied 
looks  from  a  naufeated  hufband  :  So  that 
if  our  ftreets  abound  with  proftitutes  and 
our  ftews  with  harlots  at  prefent,  were 
your  fyftem  to  be  univerfally  adopted, 
London  for  its  filthinefs  would  foon  furpafs 
even  Corinth  itfelf,  where  Polygamy  was 
pradtifed  without  reftraint,  and  where  \vQ 
have  your  own  authority  to  affert  that  in 
the  temple  of  Venus  alone  there  were 
1000,  if  not  2000  common  whores. 

Even  among  the  Jews  themfelves  who 
were  curbed  by  fuch  feverc  laws,  what 
difficulties  attended  the  pradtice  of  Poly- 

been  led  away  by  the  fpecious  reafonings  of  Thelyph^ 
thora,  ferioufly  meditated  a  delign  of  abridging  the 
book  to  give  auay  among  the  poor, 

D  z        V  gamy 
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gamy  in  the  moft  regular  and  religious  fa- 
milies !  Witnefs  the  tyrannical  authority 
of  Sarah  over  Hagar,  in  the  family  of 
Abraham. — The  difputes  between  Rachel 
and  Leah  in  the  family  of  Jacob ;  and  the 
vexatious  and  taunting  behavior  of  Penni- 
nah  towards  Hannah,  in  the  family  of  El- 
kanah. 

Is  the  cafe  a  whit  better  among  the 
Mahometans,  where  Polygamy  is  eftabliflied 
by  law  [TJ,  than  it  was  among  the  Jews. 

To 

[T]  Your  obietvation  that  the  prohibition  of  Po- 
lygamy hinders  the  Turks  from  embracing  Chrifti- 
anity,  only  proves,  Tliat  the  religion  of  Jefus  Chrift 
is  far  too  pure  and  fpiritual  for  the  vitiated  palate 
of  a  MuiTuIman  ;  but  it  is  no  better  argument  for 
the  toleration  of  Polygamy,  than  it  would  be  for  the 
toleration  of  drunkennefs  or  covetoufnefs,  bccaufe  if 
thefe  fins  could  be  difpenfed  with,  many  a  mifer  or 
bottle  companion  might  be  made  converts  toChrifti- 
anity.  You  alfo  bring  a  quotation  from  Lord  Kaim's 
Hiflory  of  Man,  Vol.  U.  p.  89,  where  it  is  afferted, 
*'  That  among  the  moil  zealous  Chriflians  in  the* 
kingdom  of  Congo,  Polygamy  is  in  ufe  as  formerly, 
when  they  were  pagans  ;  and  fooner  than  give  it  up, 
they  would  renounce  Chrillianity."  But  if  the  fa«9b 
Ue  triie  (which  1  much  doubt)  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing 
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To  footh  the  jealoufy  of  the  debauched 
Muffulman,  and  to  prevent  the  apparent 
mifchiefs  which  would  be  the  efFed:  of  a 
pluraHty  of  wives  under  his  own  roof,  the 
poor  defencelefs  beings  are  generally  locked 
and  barred  up  in  feparate  apartments,  and 
none  permitted  to  approach  them  but  their 
antiquated  Due?2na,  who  being  paft  all  fears 
of  exciting  the  paffion  of  love  in  others,  is 
fuffered  to  go  abroad  herfelf. — But  if  Po- 
lygamy were  ever  to  have  the  fanftion  of 
law  in  this  land  (which  God  forbid)  the 
wives  of  Chrlftians  mufl  either  be  impri- 
foned  like  many  among  the  Turks,  or  elfe 
they  muft  be  fuffered  to  dwell  together 
under  the  fame  roof  in  their  hulband's 
houfe  j  in  either  cafe,  what  evils  muft  fol- 
low !  What  tyranny  in  the  hufband  is  fccn 
in  the  former,  in  the  latter  what  jealoufies 
and  quarrellings  among  the  wives,  info- 
much  that  all  domeftic  peace  muft  be  bid 
adieu  to.  But  above  all,  how  is  the  cafe 
of  the  firft  wife  to  be  pitied,    efpecially  if 

ing  that  thefe  mojf  zealous  Chrijiians  never  had  any 
Chriftianity  to  renounce. 
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{he  be  of  a  meek,  amiable,  and  afFedtionate 
difpolition,  when  £he  is  eye  witnefs  to  the 
fad:  of  others  beinp*  received  to  her  beloved 

o 

hulband's  bed,  and  finds  his  love  tow^ards 
her  to  grow  cool  in  proportion  as  it  be- 
comes warm  tcv/ards  a  ftranger  ?  We  often 
fee  the  dire  effedls  of  jealoufy  on  the  moll 
diftant  fnfpicion  of  unfaithfulnefs ;  but 
v/hen  that  fufpicion  is  exchanged  for  cer-. 
tain  knowledge,  what  may  we  expeft,  or 
rather  what  may  we  not  exped:  as  the  confe-. 
quence  ! 

But  are  matters  likely  to  be  at  all  more 
peaceable  among  a  numerous  brood  of 
children  by  different  wives  than  among 
the  wives  themfelves  ?  What  difputes  and 
wranglings  about  property,  what  diffenti- 
ons  among  neareft  relations  muft  inevitably 
take  place  !  infomuch,  that  one  half  of  the 
men  that  are  born  muft  be  brought  up 
lawyers,  to  fquabble  about  the  meum  and 
tiium  of  the  other  half;  a  large  addition  muft 
be  made  to  the  courts  of  judicature  in  Weft- 
^ninfter-hall,  and  county  affizes  at  the  7iifi 
Prhis  t>ar  muft  laft  great  part  of  the  year. 

It 


nJje  BleJJings  of  Polygamy^  &c*       4.3 

It  may  be  laid,  did  not  God  know  and 
forefee  all  this  ?  Certainly  he  did  know  and 
forefee  it,  and  therefore  has  moft  wifely 
forbidden  the  practice  of  Polygamy  under 
the  New  Tcftament  difpenfation.  Among 
the  Jews  thefe  inconveniencies  were  not 
likely,  at  leaft  not  fo  likely  to  happen,  cir- 
cumfcribed  as  they  were  by  their  own  pe- 
culiar laws,  and  in  every  difpute  about 
right  and  inheritance,  fubjeft  to  the  im- 
mediate decifion  of  Mofes,  or  thofe  ap- 
pointed by  him» 

Again,  Were  Polygamy  to  be  eftablifh- 
ed  by  law  in  this  kingdom,  fo  far  from 
encouraging  honorable  population,  it  would 
neceffarily  put  the  greateft  check  to  it  ; 
fmce  very  few  women  of  a  modeft,  gentle, 
and  afFeftionate  fpirit,  and  fuch  only  are 
fit  for  wives,  would  ever  dare  to  embark  in 
wedlock,  left  the  huiband  fhould  take  ano- 
ther wife,  or  as  many  more  as  he  pleafed, 
and  thereby  the  firft  and  only  true  wife,  be 
deprived  of  that  fhare  in  her  huiband's 
love,  and  that  mutual  union  of  heart  with 
hi;n  which  alone  can  make  her  life  happy. 
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and  without  which  in  proportion  as  her  own 
love  for  him  was  great,  her  milery  muft 
be  great  alfo.  And  can  that  being  deferve 
the  name  of  a  man,  much  lefs  of  a  hufband, 
much  lefs  ftill  of  a  Chriftian,  who  could 
bear  to  fee  the  amiable  wife  of  his  bofom 
in  fuch  a  fituation  ?  Yet  you  muft  allow 
that  this  cafe  might  be  a  very  common 
one,  if  Polygamy  were  tollerated  by  law. 
It  is  true,  fome  bold,  boxing  Amazonians 
might  be  found  w^ho  would  not  be  afraid 
to  venture  themfelves  with  any  man,  but 
then  this  w^ould  be  upon  the  idea  that  vi 
et  annh  they  fliould  be  able  to  turn  all 
after-ccn>ers  out  of  the  houie,  and  by 
force,  if  not  by  argument,  fpeedily  cure 
the  hufoand  of  his  love  of  Polygamy,  and 
at  the  fime  time  adminifter  to  him  fome 
v/holefome  difcipline  wxll  enough  fuited 
to  the  nature  of  his  crime. 

Again,  Suppofe  the  legiflature  were 
really  to  take  up  the  fubjed  of  your  book, 
and  to  pafs  an  a6t  in  favor  of  Polygamy; 
what  would  be  the  language  of  all  the  vir- 
tuous w  Ives  in  the  kingdom ,  *'  I'm  fure, 

*^  if 
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**  if  my  hufband  thinks  of  taking  another 
*^  wife,  I  fhall  heartily  wifli  I  had  never 
"  married/*  *'  Ah  fays  another  (who  is 
**  unmarried)  I  think  the  men  will  not  find 
*'  it  an  eafy  matter  to  get  good  wives  now 
*^  a  days;  every  honeft  woman  will  be 
*^  afraid  of  having  her  nofe  put  out  of 
**  joint,  by  the  introdudlion  of  a  fecond 
^*  lady  into  the  family,  therefore  for  my 
**  part  I  am  determined  to  live  fingle." — - 
Hence  an  immediate  decreafe  of  honorable 
population  [UJ, 

But 

[U]  I  had  not  put  the  above  to  paper  more  than  a 
few  days,  before  what  I  had  conceived  in  theory,  was 
confirmed  by  pra£lice. — I  have  juft  had  a  letter  from 
a  friend,  wherein  he  tells  me  that  the  match  between 
a  certain  young  gentleman,  and  a  certain  very  amiable 
young  lady,  had  been  intirely  broken  off  on  her  lide, 
on  information  file  had  received,  that  the  gentleman 
who  warn  propofed  to  her  was  an  approver  of  The- 

lyphthora. Now  fuppofe   this    young    gentleman 

were  to  propofe  to  feveral  others,  and  were  for  the 
fame  reafon  to  receive  the  fame  anfwer  from  all. 
What  mull  he  do  ?  no  woman  will  have  him,  for 
fear  he  fhould  think  himfelf  at  liberty  to  give  his  af- 
f«dions  and  his  perfon  to  ariother.  Hence  he  be- 
comes 
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But  let  us  fuppofe  the  adt  jufl  now  paf^ 
fed.  The  very  next  week  how  would  our 
daily  prints  abound  with  paragraphs  of 
treaties  of  marriage  that  were  on  foot  be- 
ing broken  off,  unlefs  the  hufband  would 
enter  into  articles  not  to  marry  any  more 
wives  whilft  the  firft  was  living. — Hence 
again  a  fudden  check  to  marriage,  ancj 
thereby  to  honorable  population. 

Honorable  population  every  where 
flackening  its  pace,  feduftion  with  all  her 
dreadful  train  of  deceit,  abortive  potions, 
and  child  murder  will  neceffarily  come  in 
with  gigantic  ftrides,  efpecially  as  it  will 
be  put  in  pradlice  even  by  married  men, 
with  fo  much  greater  eafe  in  proportion  as 
the  unhappy  female  is  deluded  under  the 
fpecious  notion  of  marriage.     This   idei^ 

comes  tempted  to  commit  whoredom,  &du«^Ion, 
adultery,  and  what  not.  I  do  not  indeed  fuppofe 
that  this  will  be  the  cafe  with  the  young  gentleman  in 
queftion,  of  whom  I  entertain  a  very  high  opinion  ; 
but  human  nature  is  human  nature  flili,  and  when 
checked  in  an  honorable  way,  will  feek  gratification 
in  one  that  is  dillionorable. 

will 
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will  {o  far  operate  on  thofe  women  whcx 
are  in  a  lower  ftation  of  life  towards  their 
fuperiors,  that  an  uncorrupted  maid  fervant 
will  be  a  7^ara  avis  indeed ;  but  the  m.ore 
like  a  black  fwan  the  more  likely  to 
efcape[X].  Befides,  v/hat  coquetting  and 
flirting  will  be  carried  on  in  every  aflembly  ! 
what  nightly  walkings  out !  what  tendrejfes 
and  douceurs  will  there  be  between  married 
men  and  young  unmarried  women  !  And 
are  there  not  enough  of  thefe  abomina- 
tions praftifed  already,  that  you,  my  dear 
friend  muft  endeavor  to  wipe  off  the  little 
fhame  which  yet  attends  them ;  and  in  a 
manner  authorize  them  before  the  world 
under  the  fandion  of  your  refped:able  pen  ? 
Who  will  thank  you  for  this  fervice  ?  Will 
virtuous  wives  ?  Will  conftant  hufbands  ? 
Will  any  parents  who  have  the  good  of 
their  children  at  heart?  None  I  believe 
will  think  themfelves  indebted  to  you, 
unlefs  it  be  the  reverend  editor  of  the 
Morning  Herald  for  the  many  pretty,  I 
rnight  rather  i-^^yjmutty  paragraphs,  which 

r^]  Rata  avis  in  terris  nigroque  fimilU?na  cygno. 

the 
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the  legal  adoption  of  your  fyftem  would 
furnifli  him  with ;  or  perhaps  fome  rich 
antiquated  maids  and  old  widows  with 
large  jointures,  who  will  now  no  longer 
flick  on  hand,  as  their  fortunes  will  be 
very  convenient  to  fupport  the  younger 
wives  who  have  none. 

Lewdnefs  and  fedudlion  with  their  con- 
comitant miferies  are  now  in  fome  degree 
confined  within  a  certain  circle,  which  is 
diilinguifhed  by  the  too  gentle  appellation 
of  the  gallant  worlds  but  blelTed  be  God, 
even  in  this  degenerate  day,  there  are  very 
many  families  to  be  found  where  harmony 
and  mutual  love  prevail ;  yet  your  fcheme 
(however  undefignedly),  adlually  tends  to 
introduce  all  the  evils  of  corruption  and 
difcontent  among  thofe,  who  remain  yet 
uncontaminated  by  the  vicious  cuftoms  of 
this  wanton  and  luxurious  age  ^  infomuch 
that  every  habitation  where  peace  at  prefent 
dwells,  is  liable  to  be  turned  into  a  temple 
of  difcord,  if  not  into  an  human  (laughter 
houfe,  by  wives  cutting  their  own,  each 
others,  or  their  hufband's  throats,  or  hang- 
ing 
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irtg  Or  drowning  themfelves  in  fits  of  fran- 
tic jealoufy. Methinks,    I   am  fitting 

quietly  in  my  parlour  in  London,  and  am 
fuddenly  rouzed  by  the  prodigious  vocife- 
ration of  two  grim  females  of  the  right  St. 
Giles's  ftamp,  one  on  each  fide  the  fi:reet^ 
and  each  of  them  holding  one  hand  to  her 
ear,  crying,  *'  Here  is  a  full  and  true 
*'  account  of  two  moft  horrid,  barbarous, 
*'  bloody,  and  inhuman  murders,  which 
*'  were  committed  on  Friday  night  lafl:, 
**  upon  the  bodies  of  Sir  John  Fickle,  Bart. 
*'  and  his  new  wife,  to  whom  he  had  been 
*^  married  only  one  week  ;  which  fad  deed 
•'  w^as  done  by  his  firft  wife,  who  after- 
*^  wards  flabbed  herfelf  with  the  fame  knife 
**  with  which  flie  murdered  her  own  liuf- 
**  band  and  his  other  lady,  whilfi:  they 
*'  were  afleep  in  bed  together.  Alfo  the 
"  true  copy  of  a  letter  to  her  own  mother, 
'*  which  her  ladyfhip  left  upon  her  table 
"  the  night  before  fhe  committed  the 
^'  murders,  giving  her  own  reafons  for 
"  what  file  was  about  to  do.'* 

We 
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We  may  fuppofe  the  letter  to  run  in  the 
following  words : 

My  deareft  mother, 

**  YOU  will  fliudder  indeed  when 
**  I  tell  you,  that  before  to-morrow  morn- 
*'  ing  neither  I  myfelf,  my  hufband  nor 
**  his  other  wife  w^ill  have  a  being  in  this 
*^  world.— But  my  refolution  is  now  unal- 
*'  terably  fixed.  You  are  my  witnefs,  God 
**  is  my  witnefs,  that  I  have  made  Sir 
*^  John  a  loving,  faithful,  and  obedient 
"  wife  for  the  fpace  of  fix  years.  But  his 
**  late  marriage  with  Mifs  Ogleman,  ren- 
**  ders  me  difliradted.  O  jealoufy  !  who 
**  can  live  with  thee  in  their  bofom  ? — I 
*'  cannot — I  am  defperate — Execration  on 
"  the  man  who  firft  brought  Polygamy 
*'  into  this  nation  !  Dearefi:  mother,  take 
'*  care  of  my  three  fweet  children  which  I 
**  have  had  by  Sir  John,  to  you  the  poor 
^^  innocent  babes  look  up  for  help.  My 
*'  hand  (hakes  fo  much  that  I  can  hardly 
**  fay,  farewell — farewell. 

*^  From  your  afi'eftionate  daughter^ 

**  CoNSTANTiA  Fickle." 

Fricfqy  Night f  iz  o" Clock. 
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t  appeal  to  common  fenfe,  I  appeal 
more  particularly  to  thofe  who  have  the 
fineft  and  moft  delicate  fenfations  ^  I  appeal 
to  thofe  who  know  themfelves,  and  who 
are  experimentally  and  religioufly  acquaint- 
ed with  the  workings  of  human  nature, 
whether  there  be  any  thing  throughout  this 
tragical  ftory,  which  wears  the  face  of  im- 
probability, when  Polygamy  fhould  be 
eftabliflied  by  law. 

In  fome  part  of  your  book  indeed,  after 
having  enlarged  on  the  bleffings  of  Poly- 
gamy, your  eyes  feem  opened  to  fee  the 
awful  train  of  mifchiefs  which  mufl  una- 
voidably attend  its  introduclion  ;  and  you 
would  almofi;  confine  it  to  the  fingle  in- 
ftance  of  a  man  with  a  woman  who  has 
been  debauched  by  him.  Where  that  man 
is  unmarried  he  is  certainly  in  confcience 
bound  to  make  the  woman  his  wife ;  and 
in  every  inftance  of  this  fort  which  comes 
before  me  as  a  magiftrate,  I  alv/ays  lay  this 
down  as  matter  of  duty  before  the  re- 
puted  father  of  a  child  :  but  when  the  an- 
fwer  returned  is,    ''  Plcafe  yourWorfliip, 

**  I  have 
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*'  I  have  reafon  to  believe  that  I  am  not 
**  the  firft  man  who  has  been  concerned 
•*  with  her ;''  then,  what  can  I  fay  ?  for  if 
that  be  a  truth,  and  he  marries  the  wo- 
man, he  is  not  only  linked  for  life  to  ano- 
ther man's  whore,  but  according  to  your 
own  fyftem,  to  another  man's  wife,  and  fo 
lives  and  dies  in  adultery. 

But  fuppofe  the  man  be  already  a 
married  man,  then  certainly  his  crime  be- 
comes much  more  heinous  in  the  fight  of 
Cod  (though  the  purport  of  your  book  is 
to  make  him  guilty  of  no  crime  at  all, 
provided  he  perfifts  in  what  he  has  done, 
and  takes  the  woman  to  live  with  him), 
and  by  the  Mofaic  law  he  was  to  be  ftoned 
to  death  as  an  adulterer :  however,  you 
will  not  allow  this  to  have  been  the  fadt, 
unlefs  the  woman  were  alfo  a  married  wo- 
man ;  and  in  that  cafe,  you  lament  that  the 
punifliment  of  death  is  not  now  inflidted 
by  our  laws.  That  pecuniary  fines  for  da- 
mages, are  not  in  this  cafe,  a  punifliment 
adequate  to  the  offence,  I  readily  allow  ^ 
but  if  the  dread  of  the  eternal  vengeance 

of 
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of  God  (which  was  typified  by  temporal 
punifhments  under  the  judicial  law)  will 
not  deter  men  from  thefe  crimes  I  know 
not  what  vvilL — From  the  condud  of  our 
Lord  with  the  phariiiees,  when  they  brought 
to  him  the  woman  taken  in  adultery,  it 
appears  clear  to  me,  that  under  the  gof- 
pel,  he  indireBly  at  leaft,  prohibited  that 
either  party  in  fuch  cafe  fliould  fuiFer 
death,  either  by  floning  or  otherwife,  as 
they  were  to  do  by  the  feverity  of  the 
Jevvifli  law  y  and  as  that  man  did  by  the 
extreme  rigor  of  the  fame  law,  who  was 
found  gathering  fticks  on  the  fabbath  day. 

But  I  find  I  am  deviating  from  my  fub- 
jeft ;  in  the  difcuffion  of  which  I  w^as  re- 
marking, that  in  fome  parts  of  your  book, 
you  yourfelf  feem  fo  far  fenfible  of  the 
mifchiefs  which  muft  necefi^arily  attend  your 
fcheme,  that  you  only  defend  it  in  fome 
rare  inftances.  Then,  why  in  the  name 
of  God  did  you  write  l^helyphtkora? 
Why  caufe  all  the  diflentions  you  have 
caufed  in  the  religious  world  ?  Why  give 
fuch   caufc  of  joy  and  triumph  to   thofe 

E  who 
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who  treat  every  thing  ferious  with  con- 
tempt ?  Why  grieve  your  friends  ?  Why 
ftrengthen  the  hands  of  your  enemies  ? — In 
any  view  let  me  repeat  the  queftion  of  my 
private  letter  to  you— ^^^Z  bono  Jcrib ere  ? 

Again,  Were  your  plan  to  be  univerfally 
adopted,  I  am  perfuaded,  that  fo  far  from 
diminiiliing  the  legion  of  harlots  that  now 
fwarm  among  us,    it  would  greatly  add  to 
their  number ;  and  that  almofl  every  pri- 
vate houfe  where  the  hu(band  was  a  Po- 
lygamift,    would  be    little   better  than   a 
ilew  or  brothel    among  the  wives,    who 
would  certainly  plead   the   inconftancy  of 
ihe  man  they  had  married,   in  excufe  for 
their  own  -,  for-as«much  as  he  had  firft  vi- 
olated the  conjugal  tie,  and  difobeyed  the 
apoftle's  command,  by  with-holding  thofe 
duties  which  equally  and  reciprocally  bind 
the   parties  to  each  other,    and  to   them- 
felves  alone,    in  the  plaineft  terms  which 
words  can  exprefs.     "  To  avoid  fornica- 
*'  tion,  let  every  man  have  his  own  wife, 
"  and  every  woman  her  own  hufband.  Let 
•^  the  hulband  render  unto  the  wife  due 

**  benevo- 
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*^  benevolence,  likewife  the  wife  unto  the 
*'  hufband.  The  wife  hath  not  power  of 
^'  her  own  body,  but  the  hulband :  and 
*'  likewifealfo  the  hulband  hath  not  power 
**  of  his  own  body,  but  the   wife    [Y], 

*'  Defraud 

[Y]  I  am  under  the  neceffity  of  obferving,  that 
whenever  my  learned  friend  finds  an  argument  to  be 
more  than  a  match  for  him,  he  attempts  to  treat  it 
with  more  than  ordinary  contempt.  This  draws  off 
the  attention  of  the  reader  to  the  alTertion  of  the  au- 
thor, and  thereby  he  is  apt  to  overlook  all  the  force  of 
the  rcafoning  which  is  prefented  to  his  view.  Among 
thefe  arguments  which  Mr.  Mad  an  thinks  ought  to  be 
"treated  with  this  fovereign  contempt,  is  that  drawn 
from  the  words  of  St.  Paul,  "  That  a  man  ought  not 
to  have  a  plurality  of  wives,  becaufe  the  apoflle  all 
along  reftrains  the  number  to  one  only.'*  His 
words  are  thefe.  *'  To  fay  that  this  text  forbids  Po- 
*'  lygamy,  becaufe  the  word  Vvife  is  in  the  fingular 
*'  number  is  mere  trifling,  as  much  fo,  as  contend- 
*'  ins  that  a  man  is  to  love  but  one  nei<;hboiir,  be- 
**  caufe  it  is  faid,  thou  (halt  love  thy  neighbour  a5 
*'  thyfelf,  not  ?ic7ghbours ^  or  that  he  fhall  keep  but 
*'  one  fervant,  becaufe  it  is  faid,  who  art  thou  that 
*'  judged  another  man's  fervant."  But  fuppofing 
this  argument  more  juft  than  it  is  i  ftili  is  not  Mr. 
^ladan  aware  that  it  is  one  of  that  fort  which  prove 
too  much,  as  it  may  with  equal  juflice  be  urged  v/hy 

E  2  a  wife 
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*^  Defraud  ye  not  cne  the  othcvy  except  \l 
^'  he  iy  confent  for  a  time,  that  ye  may  give 
"  yourfelves  to  failing  and  prayer,  and  come 
*'  together  again,  that  Satan  tempt  you  not 
'*  for  your  incontinency."  In  all  thefe  texts 
there  is  juft  the  fame  liberty  given  to  the 
wife  to  be  falfe  to  the  hufband's  bed,  as  to 
the  hufoand  to  be  falfe  to  that  of  his  wife. 
Should  he  therefore  prefume  to  take  ta 
himfelf  any  other  woman  (except  in  fuch 
cafes  w^here  the  law  admits-  of  divorce) 
might  not  the  injured  wife  moft  juftly 
•and  moft  fcripturally  complain,  and  fay, 
**  My  hufband  to  whom  I  have  furrendered 
**  my  hand,  my  heart,,  and  my  perfon,  no 
**  longer  treats  me  agreeable  to  thofe  fo- 
**  lemn  vows  by  which  at  the  time  of 
**  marriage,  he  pledged  himfelf  to  me, 
**  and  I  to  him.  That  benevolence  which 
*'^  the  fcripture  enjoins  from  him  to  me  I 
*^  feldom  partake  of;  he  claims  an  exclu- 

a  wife  fhould  have  more  hufbands  than  one,  as  well 
as  why  a  hufband  fiionld  have  more  wives  than  one. 
But  indeed  it  cannot  be  urged  in  either  cafe,  for  there 
is  fuch  a  reciprocal  appropriation  in  the  text,  as 
binds  the  niaji  to  the  woman  alone,  and  the  woman 
to  the  man  alone. 

*'  fivq 
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^^  live  power  over  me,  but  in  direft  oppo- 
^'  fition  to  the  apoftolic  declaration,  he 
*^  denies  that  I  have  the  fame  power  over 
**  him,  and  therefore  he  defrauds  me  of  the 
*^  rights  of  the  marriage  bed,  by  beftow- 
**  ing  his  afFedlion  on  other  women,  whilft 
*'  I  am  left  to  burn  with  jealoufy,  or  pine 
**  with  difappointed  love/' 

I  can  indeed  conceive  it  pcfiible  for  a 
woman  to  have  fo  nice  a  fenfe  of  delicacy, 
that  flie  would  not  choofe  to  make  a  com- 
plaint of  this  fort  even  to  her  moft  inti- 
mate female  friend  -,  but  then  fhe  is  the 
more  to  be  pitied  on  that  account,  as  there 
is  certainly  nothing  contained  in  it,  which 
any  woman  of  the  moft  refined  fentiments 
might  not  m^ake  even  to  God  himfelf. 
However,  though  there  might  be  here  and 
there,  fuch  a  meek,  pafTive  female  to  be 
found,  yet  I  fliould  judge,  without  Qzn- 
Turing  the  fex,  that  they  are  not  very  nu- 
merous, but  that  multitudes  under  the 
above-mentioned  treatment,  could  neither 
maintain  their  chaftity,  nor  with-hold 
their  rage  5  fo  that  revenge  and  proftitu- 
E   3  tion. 
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tion,  feem  to  be  the  natural  twin  childrea 
of  every  polygamous  intercourfe. 

It  is  but  a  fliort  while  ago,  that  a  poor 
deftitute  woman  applied  to  me  for  a  letter 
of  recommendation  to  be  admitted  a  pati- 
tient  in  the  Lock  Hofpital,  and  urged  in 
excufe  for  the  bad  difeafe  flie  had  con- 
traded,  that  her  hufband  had  for  fome 
time  pall:  cohabited  with  another  woman. 
It  immediately  occurred  to  me  that  this 
man  was  a  true  polygarnift,  or  rather  a  bi- 
gamift,  without  the  fuperflitious  inter- 
meddling of  a  prieft.  And  that  my  friend, 
with  his  dedication  to  the  governors  of 
the  Lock,  Magdalen,  and  Mifericordia, 
ought  alfo  to  have  preferred  a  petition 
moving  that  againft  Polygamy  fhould  be 
eftabliihed  by  law,  they  would  enlarge  their 
wards  and  engage  an  additional  number 
of  furgeons, 

Biit  it  is  an  affront  to  the  clear  language 
of  the  apoftle  in  the  texts  cited  from  the 
feventh  chapter  of  his  firft  Epiftle  to  the 
Corinthians,  to  attempt  any  explanation  of 

them. 
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them,  every  word  carries  with  it  perfpi- 
cuity  and  convidion,  infomuch  that  one 
might  think  it  were  as  eafy  to  eftabhili  the 
dodtrine  of  tranfmigration  as  of  Polygamy 
from  any  part  of  the  chapter ;  nay,  much 
more  eafy,  for  it  fays  nothing  againfl  tranf- 
migration, but  fiys  every  thing  which  can 
be  faid  againft  Polygamy :  how  then  you 
could  imagine  that  thefe  texts  or  any  of 
them  fpeak  only  of  a  prevailing  culloni 
among  the  Corinthians  of  lending  out  their 
wives  is  to  me  inconceivable.  Surely  to 
ufe  your  own  language,  this  is  to  make 
fcripture  fpeak  any  thing  or  nothing,  or 
every  thing,  juft  as  fuits  our  own  fancy. 
But  neither  will  this  forced  interpretation 
ftand,  for  in  order  to  adopt  it,  you  are 
obliged  to  change  the  word  iro^uEixg  v/hich 
is  very  properly  tranflated  fornlcationy  (or 
fornications)  and  to  render  it  adultery,  fay- 
ing that  it  includes  all  fort  of  uncleannefs. 
But  why  muft  the  word  7ro^^£(aj  which  comes 
diredlly  from  iropy-n  a  harlot,  be  conftrued 
adultery  rather  than  fornication  ?  the  rea- 
fon  is  plain,  becaufe  fmiple  fornication 
could  not  be  committed  bv  the  cuftom  of 

Iciiding 
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lending  out  wives,  fo  you  muft  either  give 
up  your  fenfe  of  the  text,  or  we  muft 
grant  you  that  Tro^niocg  in  this  place  means 
adultery,  and  cannot  mean  fornication. — 
But  I  have  ftill  one  objecflion  to  make 
againft  your  interpretation ;  which  is,  that 
it  intlrely  deftroys  the  force  of  the  apoftle^s 
reafoning  in  urging  marriage  as  a  remedy 
againft  the  danger  of  celibacy.  Of  this 
you  are  aware,  and  therefore  you  will  not 
allow  this  to  be  the  drift  of  his  argument. 
However,  let  us  look  back  to  the  begin- 
ning of  the  chapter. 

*'  Now  concerning  the  things  whereof  ye 
**  wrote  unto  me  -,  it  is  good  for  a  man  not 
**  to  touch  a  woman.  Neverthelefs  to  avoid 
'^  fornication,  ((^ia7af  TToovnaO  on  account  of 
^'  fornications,  let  every  man  have  his  own 
*'  wife,and  every womanher ownhuiband," 
It  is  moft  clear  that  St.  Paul  from  the  ift 
to  the  loth  verfe,  is  addreffing  himfelf  to 
unmarried  people,  and  to  widows,  advifmg 
continency  as  beft  fuited  to  that  diftrefTed 
ftate  of  the  church,  if  they  were  able  to 
bear  it  3    eife  he  exhorts   them  to  marry, 

and 
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and  in  cafe  they  fhould,  he  adds  fome  di- 
regions  for  their  condudl  when  married ; 
after  which  he  fums  up  the  whole  of  what 
he  had  faid  in  the  following  words :  ''  I  fay, 
"  therefore,  [which  word  the?-eforehas  cer- 
tainly a  reference  to  what  goes  before]  I 
fay,  therefore,  to  the  unmarried  and  wi- 
dows, it  is  good  for  them  if  they  abide 
"  even  as  I,  but  if  they  cannot  contain  let 
*^  them  marry,  for  it  is  better  to  marry 
**  than  to  burn/* 

In  the  tenth  verfe  and  not  before,  he 
turns  his  difcourfe  to  the  married,  and  ad- 
drefles  them  only.  **  And  unto  the  married 
**  I  command,  yet  not  I  but  the  Lord.  Let 
**  not  the  wife  depart  from  her  hufband, 
''  &c.  &c." 

All  this  is  as  plain  as  limple  language 
can  make  it.  How  then  you  could  poffibly 
apply  thofe  words.  Let  every  man  have  hh 
own  wife,  and  every  woman  her  own  hitj^ 
handy  as  a  prohibition  to  thofe  who  had  nei- 
ther wives  nor  hufbands  to  lend  out,  is  to 
ine  moil  aftonilhingi    but  I  cannot  help 

faying 
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faying  it  is  fuch  a  palpable  perverfion  of 
fenfe  and  fcripture  as  I  hardly  ever  before 
met  with.  Yet  even  if  this  far  fetched  in- 
terpretation v^ere  to  be  allowed,  it  is  as 
much  a  command  to  the  wife  not  to  lend 
out  her  hufband,  as  to  the  hufband  not  to 
lend  out  his  wife  :  therefore  take  it  vv^hich 
way  you  will  it  is  big  with  abfurdity. 

But  let  us  hear  what  you  have  to  offer 

in  defence  of  your  opinion.     I  will  tran- 

fcribe  your  own  words.     **  Thofe  who  re- 

**  prefent  the  apoftle  as  addreffing  himfelf 

*^  to  fingle  perfons,  and  advifing  them  to 

**  marry  to  avoid  fornication,    make  him 

*'  guilty    of   evident    tautology — for    the 

''  eighth  verfe  is  exprefsly  addreffed  to  the 

**  unmarried  and  widows,  &c.  &c.  vol.  I. 

*'  p.  233."     So  it  is,    as   alfo  every  verfe 

before  it  :    therefore  here  is  no  tautology, 

for  the  apoftle  is  fpeaking  all  along  to  the 
unmarried. 

Again,  you  add,  *'  The  very  terms  (of 
*'  the  fecond  verfe)  fhew  it  to  be  addrelTed 
**  to  married  perfons  j    for  how  could  the 
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*'  apoftle  fay  to  a  iingle  man — let  him 
*^  have  fx^Tco,  retain  ywocmoc  laurs,  his  wife ; 
*'  or  to  a  fingle  woman — let  her  have,  i.  e. 
*^  keep  to — rov  ihoy  uv^poc,  her  own  hufband? 
'^  The  immediate  connection  of  this  verfe 
*^  with  the  three  following,  which  can  be- 
**  long  to  married  people  only^  is  another 
**  ftrong  argument  for  the  truth   of  this 

^*  obfervation." But  I  cannot  allow  it 

to  be  any  argument  at  all ;  and  I  appeal  to 
every  one  who  has  the  ufe  of  their  eyes  and 
reafon,  whether  every  one  of  thofe  verfes 
which  you  fay  belong  to  inarried  people  only, 
(Jo  not  belong  to  unmarried  people  only. 
— For  firft  the  verb  %x^^  will  bear  no  fuch 
fenfe  as  you  have  put  upon  it — '^  Let  her 
*'  retain  or  keep  to/' — and  yet  if  it  would 
bear  it,  you  have  adlually  introduced  it  in 
favor  of  Monogamy  inftead  of  Polygamy  ; 
for  it  ftands  in  the  original  as  a  diredion 
to  the  man  as  well  as  to  the  woman,  and 
therefore,  if  you  will  tranflate  one  part  of 
the  verfe,  *'  Let  the  wife  keep  to  her  huf- 
<^  band,"  you  are  under  the  necefiity  of 
tranflating  the  other  part,  *'  Let  the  huf-- 
•*  band  keep  to  his  v/;fe,"  for  the  Greek 

word 
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word  (ex^f^)  is  the  fame  in  both  parts, 
therefore  by  endeavoring  to  make  it  fpeak 
what  you  wifh  in  the  one  place,  you  have 
made  it  fpeak  what  you  do  not  wifh  in  the 
other  place.  How  you  will  get  out  of  this 
difficulty  I  know  not,  unlefs  you  can  follow 
the  example  of  your  old  friend  Whittington, 
Lord-mayor  of  London,  with  his  fix  bells, 
and  perfuade  j^ourfelf  and  readers  that  by 
the  found  of  this  fame  word  ^^^7^  you  are 
fure  it  means  fomething  very  different, 
when  addreffed  to  a  m^ale  than  it  does  when 
addreffed  to  a  female,  which  will  be  liter- 
ally ringing  changes. — But  as  I  obferved 
above,  the  exprefTion  will  not  admit  of  the 
conftrudlion  you  have  put  upor^^—Lef  her 
retain  or  keep  to — but  the  plain  fignifica- 
tion  of  the  word  is  let  her  have,  or  let  him 
have :  and  would  any  man  in  the  world, 
who  knew  what  fenfe  or  grammar  meant, 
fay  to  a  married  man,  Let  him  have  a 
wife  ?  or  to  a  married  woman  let  her  have 
an  hufband  r  but  the  verb  being  in  the  im- 
perative mood  is  plainly  a  command  to  lurje 
thatv/hich  they  have  not  already. 

Secondly, 
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Secondly,  If  a  tender  parent  were  going 
to  marry  a  fon  or  a  daughter,  would  he  not 
give  them  diredions  whilft  they  were  yet 
iingle,  for  their  condud:  after  marriage, 
fuch  as  **Love  your  wife,''  *^  Behave  well 
to  your  hufband/'  In  like  manner  St.  Paul 
exhorting  the  unmarried  who  have  not  the 
gift  of  continency,  to  the  ufe  of  the  conju- 
gal bed  in  order  to  avoid  fornication,  adds, 
*^  let  every  man  have  his  own  wife,  let 
*^  every  woman  have  her  own  hufband.  Let 
*'  the  hufband  render  unto  the  w^ife  due  be- 
"  nevolence,likewife  the  wife  unto  the  huf- 
band. The  hufband  has  not  power  of  his 
own  body  but  the  wife.  The  wife  has  not 
power  of  her  own  body  but  the  hufband. 
"  Defraud  ye  not  one  the  other,  except  it  be 
'^  by  confent  for  a  time,  that  ye  may  give 
^^  yourfelves  unto  fafling  and  prayer,  and 
*'  come  together  again  that  Satan  tempt  you 
'•  not  for  your  incontinency."  Here  is  fenfe 
and  reafoning  in  the  apoflle's  language,  if 
we  fuppofe  him  to  be  addreiiing  himfelf  to 
the  unmarried ;  but  what  {^cn.(Q  or  reafon- 
ing can  be  difcovered,  or  where  is  the  re- 
medy he  propofes  againft  fornication,  if  we 

conlider 
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conlider  him  as  fpeaking  to  thofe  who  are 
married  already,  in  a  way  of  exhortatioh 
not  to  lend  out  or  interchange  their  wives  ? 
Give  me  leave  to  remind  my  learned 
friend  who  did  not  ufe  to  be  averfe  to  a  lit- 
tle pleafantry,  that  whilft  he  is  condemn- 
ing our  laws  for  the  power  they  have  com- 
mitted to  the  priefts  of  confirming  mar- 
riages, he  himfelf  is  claiming  the  autho- 
rity of  marrying  half  the  church  of  Co- 
rinth ;  for  I  am  fure  that  all  thofe  to  whom 
St.  Paul  addreffes  himfelf  from  the  firft  to 
the  tenth  verfe,  were  ever  efleemed  un- 
married perfons,  till  that  fame  good  friend 
of  mine  coupled  them  together  by  his  late 
interpretation  of  thofe  texts. 

I  muft  now  obferve,  that  your  labored 
criticifm  upon  the  words  rou  Jioi/  avJjsa — 
^er  own  proper  hujbandy  allowing  it  its  full 
fcope,  has  the  fame  misfortune  attending 
it  as  your  conftruction  of  the  word  f/Jl'ji 
viz.  it  makes  more  againft  Polygamy  than 
in  favor  of  it,  by  not  proving  what  you 
would  have  it  prove,  and  by  proving  what 
you  would  not  have  it  prove  :  for  it  im- 
plies 
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plies  fuch  a  peculiar  right  and  property 
which  the  woman  has  in  that  one  maO;, 
as  no  other  woman  has  or  can  have,  info- 
much  that  he  is  emphatically  called  ber 
own  hujband^  or  her  own  man-,  which  is 
Certainly  a  much  greater  proof  of  the  un- 
lawfulnefs  of  his  taking  any  other  woman, 
than  if  the  word  had  been  in  the  feminine 
gender,  and  had  been  applied  to  the  wife, 
1  am  therefore  happy  on  this  occalion  to 
take  your  own  words,  and  heartily  agree 
with  you,  **  that  as  all  fcripture  is  given 
**  by  infpiratlon  of  God,  and  the  Holy 
**  Ghoft  fpeaketh  nothing  in  vain,  there 
**  is  a  weighty  reafon  in  giving  the  epithet 
*^  i^io-j  to  the  huiband  /'  that  no  man  might 
ever  fuppofe  he  had  any  power  over  his 
own  body,  fo  as  to  think  himfclf  at  liberty 
to  give  the  ufe  of  it  to  any  other  woman, 
but  to  her  alone,  who  is  fo  exclufively 
ftiled    by  the   apoftle   her  own   propep^ 

HUSBANP. 

After  all,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  you 
have  fent  your  lady  Polyga?nia  abroad  in  a 
vefiure  of  wrought  goldy    but  ftiil  I  cannot 

think 
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think  flie  is  like  the  kings  daughter  all  glo-^ 
rious  within^    for  remove  the  ornamented 
mantle  which  you  have  thrown  over  her, 
and  her  deformity  appears  to  view. 

The  idea  of  protecting  the  weaker  fex, 
and  of  faving  multitudes  of  them  from 
ruin,  is  what  gives  a  bias  in  favor  of  your 
plan ;  as  you  have  drefled  it  up,  to  the 
humane  and  ferious  reader.  But  the  mif- 
chievous  and  horrible  confequences  which 
muft  inevitably  attend  the  praftice  of  it, 
you  intirely  keep  out  of  fight,  though  it  is 
plain  enough  that  they  frequently  ilared 
you  in  the  face ;  and  this  makes  you  at- 
tempt to  draw  the  line  between  what  you 
call  the  wild  licentious  Fohgajny  of  the  Ma-- 
hometans^  and  a  holy  and  fober  ufe  of  it. 
But  in  the  firft  place,  I  am  aftonifiied  that 
a  man  who  is  acquainted  with  the  depths 
and  depravity  of  human  nature,  which  is 
the  fame  in  England  as  in  Turkey,  fhould 
imagine  any  fuch  line  can  poffibly  be 
drawn,  if  Polygamy  were  eftabliflied  by 
law. — Secondly,  the  grand  argument  which 
you  yourfelf  bring  in  defence  of  Polyga- 

mv. 
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iny,  in  a  manner  counterafts  and  prevents 
any  fuch  holy  fober  ufe  of  it :  for  the  cafe 
in  which  you  principally  aim  to  eflabliOj  it 
is  between  a  married  mail  and  a  virgin  or 
maid  that  is  enticed  by  him.  Now  fuch  a 
man  from  the  very  ad:  he  has  been  guilty 
of,  not  merely  in  lying  with  the  w^oman, 
(for  this  ydu  will  not  allow  to  be  any  fm  at 
all  if  he  mean  to  take  her  to  dwell  with 
him),  but.  in  fediicmg  and  inttcing  her,  can 
have  no  fuch  holy  fober  notions  in  his  head, 
as  you  plead  for ;  but  as  he  firft  had  an  in- 
tercourfe  with  her  from  a  love  of  variety,  fo 
now  he  takes  her  as  a  punifhment  to  which 
he  is  condemned  by  law,  for  having  bafely 
gratified  his  luft,  though  perhaps  like 
Amnon  with  Tamar  his  hatred  of  her  is 
greater  than  the  Igv€  ivherewiih  he  loved  her. 

But  whatever  might  be  the  reafon  Vv^hy  the 
all-wife  God  ever  permitted  polygamous  mar- 
riages among  the  Jews,  he  has  now  under  the 
gofpel,  aswill  yet  more  clearly  appear,  thought 
proper  abfolutely  to  prohibit  them,  and 
therefore  to  attempt  their  reftoration  under 
the  notion  of  any  holy  or  fober  ufe  of  them,  is 
F  to 
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to  fet  up  our  own  judgment  agalnft  the  irl-^ 
finite  wifdom  of  God  himfelf. 

As   to  what  you  would  urge  from   the 
example  of  Abraham,  it  is  certain,  that  no 
man  fince  his  time  could  be  in  his  parti- 
cular fituation,  for  to  him  was  the  promife 
made,  t/jat  Ms  feed  Jl.ould  be  ds  the  Jlars  of 
heaven  for  multitude :  And  it  is  very  obferv- 
able,    that  the  father  of  the  faithful  took 
unto  him  Hagar  the  Egyptian  (who  was  a 
type  of  the  Jewifh  church),  at  the  particu- 
lar inftance  of  Sarai  his  wife,    when   both 
he  and  flie  fuppofed  that  the  Lord  had  re- 
flrained   her  from  child-bearing.      A  plain 
proof  that  he  had  more  an  eye  to  the  ful- 
•  filment  of  God's  promife,  than  to  the  gra- 
tification of  his  own  luft;  till  therefore  we 
find  ourfelves  exa(5tly  in  his  predicament, 
we  had  better  let  his  precedent  for  Polyga- 
my entirely  alone. 

Were  you  to  afk  me  how  all  the  evils  of 
fornication,  uncleannefs,  fedud:ion,  and 
adultery  might  be  cured  ?  I  would  anfwer 
the  queftion,  by  inquiring  how  you  would 

attempt 
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iattempt  to  cure  the  depravity  of  fallen  man  ? 
which  can  never  be  efFedled  by  adding  the 
evil  of  Polygamy  to  thofe  before  mentioned, 
but  by  enforcing  the  divine  law  \  but  what 
law  ?  not  the  judicial  law  of  Mofes,  which 
you  produce,  but  the  holy  fpiritual  law  of 
God.  Let  the  minifters  of  the  gofpel  open 
ahd  apply  this  law  in  its  extent  and  purity, 
to  the  confciences  of  linners,  to  fliew  them 
their  tranfgreffion  and  their  helpleflhefs, 
and  then  let  them  freely  preach  Chrift  as 
the  only  remedy,  both  from  the  guilt  and 
dominion  of  fin.  This  will  be  truly  an- 
fwering  God's  own  purpofe  both  in  the 
temporal  or  typical  puniihments  under  the 
law,  which  are  now  abolifhed>  and  were 
then  only  a  Jhadow  of  things  to  come  j  as 
alfo  under  the  gofpel,  the  rejedlors  of  which 
fiall  be  piinijhed  with  everlafting  deJlru5iion 
from  the  prefence  of  the  Lordy  and  the  glory 
of  his  power ;  whilft  thofe  who  truly  be- 
lieve it,  and  embrace  it  in  the  light  and  in 
the  love  of  it^  fhall  receive  the  end  of  their 
faith  ^  even  the  fahation  of  their  fouls.  This 
preaching  of  the  moral  law  for  the  difco- 
very  and  conviftion  of  fin,  and  preaching 
F  z  the 
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the  gofpel  of  the  free  grace  of  God  as  tfie 
only  method  of  falvatiori  from  fin,  will  do 
more  in  one  year  for  the  cure  of  fedudlion, 
adultery,  fornication,  and  lafcivioufnefs  in 
all  its  branches  than  a  thoufand  treatifes 
upon  Polygamy,  though  they  fhould  have 
been,  twenty  years  m  compiling. 

Still  once  more  let  us  fuppofe  your 
fcheme  eftabUfhed  by  the  legiflature  juft  as 
you  would  have  it.  Very  foon  after,  my 
dear  friend  to  his  own  great  grief,  reads 
the  following  paragraph  in  the  Morning 
Poft. 

^'  Laft  night  lady  A ,  wife  of  Sir 

'*  Thomas  A ,  Bart,  was  found  hang- 

*^  ing  in  her  own  dreffing-room,  in 

*'  Square.  The  caufe  of  this  dreadful  ca- 
**  taftrophe  is  fuppofed  to  be  as  follows : 
**  About  a  week  ago,  Mifs  B — — ,  daugh- 

*'  ter  of  William  B ,    Efq;    went  off 

"  from  the  mafquerade  at  Carlifle  Houfe, 
**  with  Sir  Thomas  A — — .      Next  day, 

*'  her  mother,   Mrs.  B ,   hearing  that 

**  fhe  was  at  Sir  Thomas's  houfe,  came  to 

^*  her 


i 


^he  Bleffings  of  Polygamy,  &c.        73 

^«  her  in  the  utmoll  diftrefs,  and  Interro- 
^*  gating  her  on  the  caufe  of  her  condud:, 
*^  fhe  replied  with  great  pertnefs,  that  nei- 
^'  ther  fhe  nor  Sir  Thomas  had  done  any 
"**  thing  they  need  be  alhamed  of,  or  that 
*^  was  not  authorized  both  by  the  law  of 
**  God  and  the  law  of  the  land.     Sir  Tho- 

^^  mas  A was  the  man  of  her  choice ; 

**  fhe  had  furrendered  up  her  perfon  to  him, 
*^  fhe  was  now  his  wife  without  any  more 
**  ceremony  whatever,  with  him  fhe  meant 
**  to  continue  all  her  days ;  and  he  might 
**  take  to  himfelf  twenty  more  young  la- 
**  dies  in  the  fame  way,  if  he  thought  pro- 
**  per  y  fhe  had  no  right  to  controul  him, 
'*  whilfl  the  divine  law,  as  Vv^ell  as  the  law 
*•  of  the  land,  which  had  lately  paiTed  the 
'*  King,  Lords,  and  Commons,  in  favor  of 

*'  Polygamy,  Vv^as  now  in  full  force/' 

**  Heavens,  child  !  (cried  the  affrighted  pa- 
**  rent)    do   you   know  that    Sir  Thomas 

<<  A is  already  a   married  man,    and 

**  has  a  virtuous  good  wife  of  his  own  ; 
"  and  that  what  you  have  done  will  cer- 
^'  tainly  break  her  heart  ? — Know  it,  yes, 
*(  very  well,  but  what  is  that  to  me  ?  (re- 
F  3  ''  plied 
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"  plied  Mifs)  Ought  I  to  pretend  to  be 
"  wifer  than  God  ?  or  to  wifh  to  fee  hu- 
*'  man  inventions,  fupcrftitious  ceremonies, 
'*  and  prieft's  marriages  adopted,  inftead  of 
"  what  he  himfelf  has  appointed  ?  No,  no, 
**  I  have  now  done  with  all  thefe  fooleries, 

"  fince  Sir  Thomas  A has  put  into  my 

*^  hands  a  very  fine  book  with  a  very  hard 
**  name,  upon  thefe  fubj efts ;  and  if  every 
body  was  to  do  as  Sir  Thomas  and  I 
have  done,  fedudlion,  fornication,  and 
adultery,  would  foon  be  baniflied  out  of 
**  the  kingdom ;  and  to  tell  you  the  truth, 
"  as  foon  as  I  hear  that  the  book  is 
^'  abridged^  I  intend  to  buy  an  hundred  to 
'^  difperfe  among  the  poor  by  way  of  cha- 
*'  rity/'  This  anfwer  of  the  young  lady 
had  fuch  an  effedl  on  the  wretched  mother, 
that  flie  was  carried  home  in  a  chair  and 
expired   the   fame  evening;    fo  that  lady 

A and  Mrs.  B ,    have   both  lof^ 

their  lives  by  this  unfortunate  marriage. 

Now  I  do  not  fay  that  fuch  a  cafe  ever 
will  happen  \  but  this  I  mufl  fay,  that  all 
this,  and  much  more  of  a  like  fprt  might 

happec^ 
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happen  if  your  plan  were  to  pafs  into  a  law, 
for  in  the  whole  of  this  tranfadion,  what- 
ever motives  rnight  influence  either  the  fup- 

pofed  charad:ers  of  Sir  Thomas  A or 

Mife  B- ,  neither  the  one  nor  the  other 

have  adted  in  the  lead  tittle  contrary  to 
what  your  own  book  authorizes :  and  feign- 
ed (God  be  praifed)  as  the  cafe  is,  yet  I 
thought  the  introduction  of  it  very  allov/- 
able,  by  way  of  contrafliing  fome  of  thofe 
rnelancholy  pictures,  which  you  have  drav/n 
and  hung  put  to  public  vievv  on  the  other 
fide.  I  may  add,  that  it  is  repaying  you  in 
your  own  ^oin,  for  as  you  have  ranfacked 
old  newfpapers  to  point  out  the  blefiings 
of  Polygamy  2?j  fiituro^  it  is  very  fair  that 
I  fhould  have  recourfe  to  what  we  may  na- 
turally fuppofe  will  be  the  language  of  thofe 
papers,  in  order  to  point  out  the  curfes 
which  will  attend  the  monfler  when  brought 
forth:  and  indeed,  to  fliew  the  wifdoni 
of  that  law  which  makes  every  Polygamift 
fuffer  death  as  a  felon  ;  but  for  which  pu- 
niihment  you  yourfclf  have  made  the  bed 
apology,  by  wifhing  it  were  ftill  to  be  put  in 
execution  upon  the  adulterer  :  therefore  you 

cannot 
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cannot  blame  thofe  who  looking  upon  Po- 
lygamy and  adultery  to  be  fynpnimous 
terms;^  have  thought  fit  to  inflidt  a  fentence 
on  the  former,  which  you  judge  to  be  me-r 
rited  by  the  latter. 

Such  are  a  few  of  the  flagrant  mifchiefs 
which  muft  inevitably  attend  the  introduc- 
tion of  Polygamy  into  this  land,  and  yet 
they  are  but  a  few,  in  comparifon  of  others 
which  muft  ftrike  the  mind  of  every  think- 
ing perfon.  For  God's  fake  therefore,  my 
dear  friend,  confider  the  dreadful  licentious 
tendency  of  your  afTertions.  Should  one 
man  defile  another  man's  wife,  you  feem  to 
lament  that  our  laws  do  not  punifli  him 
with  death ;  but  if  he  intice  or  debauch 
^  thoufand  virgins,  and  afterwards  take 
them  to  live  with  him,  and  call  them  by 
the  name  of  wife,  there  is  no  harm  done. 
It  is  a  perfedl  marriage  in  the  fight  of  God. 
There  wants  no  human  ceremony  to  com- 
plete it.  The  man  is  guilty  of  no  fin. 
The  woman,  or  rather  each  woman,  is  per- 
fedlly  innocent;  {he  \\zs>  fiirrendered  up  her 
perfon  to  the  man  of  her  choice y  and  it  would 

be 


7he  Blefmgs  of  Polygamy,  &c.        77 

be  the  higheft  impropriety  to  upbraid  her 
with  the  name  of  a  whore. 

If  fuch  reafoning  be  not  (though  I  gran^ 
moft  undefignedly)  to  give  a  fandiion  to  for-^ 
nication  and  levvdnefs,  I  know  not  what 
is ;  and  if  I  have  or  fhall  prove  the  abfolute 
unlawfulnefs  of  Polygamy  in  the  courfe  of 
this  work,  you  yourfelf  muft  be  of  the  fame 
opinion;  at  prefent  however,  you  are  not 
of  that  mind,  having  given  us  a  pretty  ftrong 
proof  of  your  fentiments  on  this  point,  in 
the  cafe  of  a  certain  noble  earl  and  the  late 
unfortunate  MIfs  R — y,  whom  you   pofi- 

tively  affirm,  that  the  Rev.  Mr.  H 

ought  to  have  looked  upon  as  the  earFs 
wife :  and  no  doubt  his  lordfhip  is  much 
obliged  to  you  for  the  healing  plaifter  which 
you  have  adminiftered  to  him  :  and  he  may 
now  confole  himfelf  with  another  Mifs 
R — y,  and  another  yet,  if  he  thinks  proper, 
without  fin  on  his  part,  or  caufe  of  fhame  in 
that  of  the  females. 

Permit  me  now  to  Hate  a  cafe,    and  to 
afk  your  opinion  on  it. 

As 
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As  a  magiflrate,  it  inay  hav^  frequently 
happened  that  a  fingle  woman  has  come 
before  you  to  filiate  her  baftard  child 
on  a  married  man.  Now  I  fhould  be  glad 
to  know,  what  you  would  fay  to  the  parties 
on  fuch  an  occafion  ?  From  your  charadter 
as  a  minifter  of  the  gofpel,  we  may  rear 
fpnably  fuppofe,  that  the  man  and  the  wo- 
man would  exped:  you  fhould  not  only  en- 
force the  ftatutc  concernijig  bajlards  begotten 
and  born  out  of  lawful  matrimony^  but  that  you 
Ibould  alfo  add  fomefeafonable  advice  and  re- 
proof concerning  thefm  they  havebeen  guilty 
of.  But  how  great  muft  be  their  furprize,  if 
you  were  to  addrefs  the  two  perfons  before 
you  in  the  following  language ;  and  yet  if 
you  are  true  to  your  own  principles,  I  fee 
not  what  other  you  can  make  ufe  of. 


€1 


My  friends,  why  are  you  uneafy  ?  You» 
have  neither  of  you  done  any  thing 
wrong  in  the  fight  of  God,  or  that  you 
*'  need  be  afhamed  of;  fo  far  from  it,  you 
**  have  fulfilled  the  divine  command,  //?- 
^*  creqfe  and  multiply ;  and  it  is  a  fcandal 
<*  to  our  laws,  that  this  poor  girl  fhould  be 

*'  deemed 
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•f  deemed  a  whore.  Befides,  I  pronounce 
^^  you  to  be  ufeful  members  of  the  com- 
^'  munity,  by  the  encourager^ent  you  have 
**  given  to  populatiqn, 

**  Go  yqur  ways  therefore,  take  thew^o-i 
^  man  to  live  with  you,    and  continue  to 

*  a^S:  together  as  you  have  done.     You  arc 

*  truly  man  and  wife  in  the  fight  of  God, 

*  without  going  thro\igh  the  forn^s  of  that 
^  fuperilitious  ceremony  wh^ch  w^  call  ma^ 

*  trimony ;  though  we  clergy  are  obliged  to 

*  trudge  through  the  farce  of  reading,  what 
'  is  called,  the  church  fervice,   before  the 

*  partie§  c^n  be  joined  in  law/' 

As  I  hear  a  third  volume  of  Thelyphthora 
is  foon  to  make  its  appearance,  your  fenti- 
ments  on  the  cafe  in  queftion,  will  na 
doubt  oblige  the  public. 

You  would  appear  to  difapprove  the  prac- 
tice of  keeping  mijlrejfes ;  but  I  beg  to  in- 
quire where  is  the  harm  of  this  according 
to  y6ur  fyftem,  if  the  man  who  keeps  the 
woman  be  the  firft  who  had  intercourfe  with 

3  h^^"^ 
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■Jier  ?  You  fay,  in  fuch  cafe,  &e  may  not  puf 
her  away  all  his  days.  It  feems  then  the  fin 
is  in  putting  her  away^  not  in  keeping  her ; 
for  he  fins  not  at  all  whilft  he  cohabits 
with  her ;  all  that  time  flie  is  his  wife :  yet 
if  he  puts  her  away,  I  hardly  know  whether 
you  would  denominate  her  his  wife  or  his 
miftrefs,  feeing  it  w^as  only  a  temporary  in-- 
tercourfe  that  he  had  with  her ;  and  indeed 
upon  your  plan,  it  is  almoft  impoffible  to 
fay,  who  is  a  kept  miftrefs  and  who  a  wife ; 
for  you  have  adjudged  the  late  unfortunate 
Mifs  Rayy  to  be  the  wife  of  the  firft  Lord 

of  the  A Y'y    and  you  fay  that  the 

Rev.  Mr.  H n,  ought  to  have  beea 

taught  to  have  looked  upon  her  as  fuch. 

When  that  amorous  Prince,  Charles  the 
Second,  \^y  on  his  death-bed,  before  the 
Jefuits  laid  hold  on  him,  he  was  attended 
by  the  pious  Bifhop  Keiin^  when  the  ex- 
emplary prelate  exhorted  him  to  put  away 
his  miftrefs,  the  celebrated  Nell  Gwynne  [Z], 

and 

[Z]    I    am    not   quite    certain    whether   Eleanor 
Gwynne  or  die  Duchefs  of  Portfmouth,  was  at  that 

time 
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and  to  be  reconciled  to  his  Queen.     Had 

you,    my  good  friend,    been  called  to  the 

dying  Monarch,    inftead  of  the  Bifhop  of 

Bath  and  WellS)    what-  advice  would  you? 

have  adminiftered  for  his  foul's  health  on- 

that  particular  occafion  ?  The  firft  piece  of 

intelligence  neceifary  to-be  obtained,  would 

be  whether  any  other  man  had  been  one 

fiejh  with  the  favorite  adtrefs,    previous  ta 

his  Majeftys    in  which-  cafe  he  was  living. 

m  adultery  with  her,    feeing  fhe  was  the 

true  wife  in  God's  fight,  of  the  firft  man 

who  had  been  connected  with  her;    but  if 

his  Majefty  only  h2id  been  familiar  with  her^ 

then  fhe  was  as  much  married  to  him  by 

the   divine  law,    as   his  own  Queen  was. 

How  (hall  this  difficulty  be  folved  ?    Mrs. 

Gwynne  alone  can  do  it;    and  to  her  the' 

reverend' cafijift  muft  put  the  deciding  quef- 

tion,  and  gather  all  the- information  he  can 

relative  to*  t^e  tokens  of  her  virginity  before 

the  King  approached  her.     Mrs.  Gwynne 

affures  youy  that  no  man  whatever  had  ac- 

time  the  reigning  favorite  of  Charles  the  Second  ;  but 
if  I  miflake  not  it  was  the  former ;  however  th<it  be, 
it  makos  no  difference  a^  to  the  cafe  in  hand, 

cefs 
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cefs  to  her  perfon  before  his  Majefty,  anci 
that  ever  fince  flie  had  been  faithful  to  her 
royal  lover.  Yoii  anfwer  (ftridtly  according 
to  the  do(?:rihe  of  'Thelyphthora)^  ^*  Then, 
Madam,  you  are  his  Majefty 's  own  wife, 
and  he  is  your  own  proper  hufband,  ac- 
cording to  the  primitive  inftitution  of 
*^  marriage,  notwithftanding  the  ceremony 
*^  which  has  paffed  between  him  and  his 
**  prefent  confort,  and  notwithftanding  no 
•*  fuch  form  by  a  prieft  has  ever  exifted 
**  between  you  and  him :  therefore,  if  his 
•^  Majefty  ftiould  recover  from  this  illnefs, 
*^*he  would  fhew  himfelf  a  very  wicked 
*^  man  in  not  living  with  you  as  he  has 
^*  done  J  and  you  Mrs.  Gwynne,  would  be 
**  equally  finful,  if  you  did  not  continue  to 
'*  grant  his  Majefty  every  Indulgence  he 
requires  at  your  hands.  My  advice  there- 
fore in  this  matter,  for  the  prefent  eafc 
of  the  King's  confcience,  and  for  his 
everlafting  welfare,  is  this ;  that  if  it 
•*  pleafe  God  to  raife  him  up  from  this  bed 
**  whereon  he  now  languifties,  you  both 
•^  continue  to  give  yourfelves  up  to  the  holy 
*«  and  fober  embraces   of  each  other,   ii 

which 
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<^  which  may  you  be  fruitful  ajid  multiply -, 
"  and  may  thoufands  of  others,  influenced 
*«  by  your  virtuous  examples,  inftead  of 
"  pretending  to  be  wifer  than  God;  go  on 
"  to  follow  thofe  bright  examples,  till  for- 
**  nication,  adultery,  and  every  fpecics  of 
"  lewdnefs  be  banifhed  from  this  guiky 
**  land,  which  has  forfaken  the  divine  au- 
**  thority,  and  fubftituted  human  devices 
**  and  fuperftitious  ceremonies  in  its 
^J  ftead/' 

Is  there  a  fyllable  In  all  this,  which  you 
as  his  Majefly's  fpiritual  guide  might  not, 
nay  ought  not,  upon  your  principles  to  have 
faid  upon  the  occafion  ? 

Your  definition  of  a  whore  is  confined 
to  one  "  who  proftitutes  herfelf  to  differ- 
"  ent  men  as  luft  or  gain  may  induce  her, 
**  without  defign  of  marrying  them''  But  I 
am  quite  at  a  lofs  to  know  what  you  mean 
by  "  marrying  them-y'  do  you  fuppofe  the 
woman  to  be  unmarried,  till  fome  outward 
ceremony  has  palTed  ?  Can  the  magic  words 
of  a  prieft  make  her  more  a  wife  or  lefs  a 

whore 
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whore  than    fhe  was  before?    if  fo,    you 
throw  down  at  once  the  whole  ftrudture 
you  have  been  raifing.     If  you  ehoofe  to 
abide  by  your  own    afTertions,    you  muft 
avow  that  (he  was  married  to  the  firft  man 
with  whom  flie  became  o?ie  feJJo -^  and  there- 
fore fhe  muft  neceffarily  commit  adultery 
with   all   others    fhe    becomes    afterwards 
connedled  with  :    fo  that  I   may  venture  to 
affirm,  that  according  to  your  ideas  of  mar- 
riage,   fornication    cannot  exift.     I    grant 
however,  that  the  above  is  a  true  definition 
of  a  common  Jirumpet ;    but  whoredom,  if 
fcripture  be  our  guide,  might  be  committed 
even  under  the  Mofaic  difpenfation,  when 
any  unmarried  woman  or  widow,  had  inter- 
courfe  with  only  one  man^    who  was  not 
her  lawful  hufband;    as  is  clear  from  the 
cafe  of  Tamar ;    for  we  read  Gen.  xxxviii. 
24.    It  was  told  Judahy  faying^  Tamar  thy 
daughter-in-law  hath  played  the  harlot ;  and 
alfo  behold  Jl^e  is  with  child   by  whoredom. 
But  according  to  your  idea  and  definition 
of  a  whore,  no  man  whatever  had  a  right 
to  fay  fo.     Suppofe  fhe  had  furrendered  up 
her  perjon  to  the  man  of  her  choice^  whether 

fhe 
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file  were  virgin  or  widow,  or  whether  he 
were  married  or  unmarried,  flie  had  done 
nothing  that  was  forbidden,  and  therefore 
ought  not  to  be  fligmatized  with  the  dif- 
graceful  appellation  of  a  whorCi  It  is  true 
indeed,  Judah  took  her  for  a  common  har- 
.lot,  and  he  went  in  unto  her  as  fuch.  But 
this  alters  not  the  cafe,  for  they  who  told 
^iidah  that  jhe  "was  with  child  by  whoredomy 
knew  nothing  of  this  ihtercourfe,  nor  how 
it  was  obtained;  and  therefore  the  fad;  ilands 
on  record^  as  full  proof  that  when  any  w^o- 
man  in  Ifrael  who  had  no  hufband  proved 
to  be  with  child,  (lie  was  as  much  deemed 
an  whore,  as  we  ihould  judge  her  to  be 
one  in  England. 

I  muft  alfo  obierve,  that  neither  Judah 
nor  his  friend  Hirah,  the  Adullamite,  feem  to 
nave  thought  it  at  all  extraordinary,  that 
they  found  an  harlot  fitting  by  the  way  fide  ; 
.  nor  did  the  men  of  whom  Hirah  inquired 
concerning  her,  exprefs  any  aftoniihment  at 
his  queflion,  as  if  fome  new  thing  had  hap- 
pened in  Ifrael ;  but  they  fimply  made  an- 
fwef ,  that  they  did  not  fee  her  >  which  cir- 
G  cumftance. 
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cumftance,  befides  the  frequent  mention  w^' 
have  of  harlots  and  adultereffes  in  the  Old 
Teftament,  and  the  cautions  given  to  avoid 
commerce'  with  them,  as  alfo  the  com- 
plaints of  the  prophets,  that  the  people  of- 
Jembled  themfehes  by  troops  in  the  harlots 
houfes^  and  "were  like  fed  horfes  neighing  after 
their  neighbours  wives ^  carry  pretty  flagrant 
proof  that  adultery  arjd  w^horedom  were 
much  more  common  in  Judea,  than  you 
would  have  us  believe,  and  that  confe- 
quently  Polygamy  was  no  fpecific  againfV 
either. 

It  has  been  urged,  that  if  Polygamy  be 
forbidden,  fome  of  the  eminent  Old  Tefla- 
ment  faints  lived  and  died  in  adultery.  It 
rtiight  with  as  much  truth  be  objedled,  that 
if  it  be  now  unlawful  for  neareft  relations 
to  marry,  the  immediate  defcendants  of 
Adam  and  of  Noah  lived  and  died  in  inceft ; 
or  if  it  be  now  wrong  for  a  man  to  marry 
his  brother's  wife,  it  mufl  have  been  fo  in 
all  ages  of  the  world,  and  under  all  circum- 
ftances,  fince  fin  can  never  alter  its  nature. 


l\ 
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It  will  readily  be  granted  that  fin  cannot 
'  alter  its  nature,  and  that  God  cannot  alter 
bis  nature  as  bearing  an  everlailing  hatred 
againft  fin.  But  then  what  is  fin,  but  the 
trangreflion  of  the  law  of  God  ?  And  what 
is  the  law  of  God,  but  the  tranfcript  and 
declaration  of  the  will  of  God  ?  And  if  God 
permit  that  at  one  time  which  he  prohibits 
at  another,  the  fame  aft  will  be  no  fin  when 
he  allows  it^  which  Vv^ill  be  fin  when  he 
forbids  it. — When  Jael  wife  of  Heber  the 
KenitCj  flew  Sifeia,  the  captain  of  Jabin's 
hofl:^  by  driving  a  nail  into  his  temples 
whilft  he  was  afleep  in  her  tent^  fhe  com- 
mitted no  fin,  becaufe  fhe  afted  under  the 
immediate  direction  of  God ;  but  had  Jael 
done  this  without  that  direction,  fhe  had 
been  guilty  of  the  bafeft  treachery  and  mur- 
der. Had  Jofliua  when  he  condudled  the 
Ifi-aelites  to  the  promifed  land,  adted  by  his 
own  authority  in  burning  the  cities,  flaying 
the  inhabitants  young  and  old^  and  even 
hanging  five  kings  at  once,  after  making  his 
captains  put  their  feet  upon  the  necks  of 
thofe  kings,  he  would  have  been  one  of  the 
mofl:  impious  and  arbitrary  tyrants  that  the 
G  2  fun 
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fun  ever  beheld ;  but  by  affing  by  the  ex- 
prefs  warrant  of  Jehovah,  in  driving  out 
and  confuming  the  idolatrous  nations,  he 
had  power  to  eommand  that  fun  to  ftand 
ftill  upon  Gibeon,  and  the  moon  in  the  val- 
ley of  Ajalon,  whilft  he  completed  his 
ilaughter  on  the  combined  armies  of  all 
the  kings  of  the  Amorites,  Jo/hua  x* 
throughout^ 

But  after  all,  fuppofe  I  cannot  reconcile 
this  difficulty  to  my  own  apprehenfion : 
fuppofe  I  am  fearful  of  faying  that  Polyga- 
my was  no  fm  under  the  Old  Teftament, 
and  am  alfo  fearful  of  afferting  that  Abra- 
ham, David,  and  others,  lived  and  died  in 
adultery  ;  ftill  why  cannot  I  content  myfelf 
with  what  is  plainly  revealed,  and  leave  it  to 
God  to  clear  up  the  juftice  and  equity  of 
his  own  dealings  with  the  children  of  men  ? 
Secret  things  belong  unto  him.  Infinite 
wifdom  has  its  own  reafons  for  whatever  it 
does,  and  will  be  accountable  to  none. 
Whatever  be  dark,  this  is  certain,  that 
God  thought  fit  to  permit  Polygamy  under 
the  law :    but  permiffion  does  not  by  any 

means 
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means  imply  approbation  ;  nay,  God  often 
permits  that  which  from  the  very  holinefs  of 
his  nature  is  his  abhorrence.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  is  equally  certain,  that  God  has 
thought  fit  to  prohibit  Polygamy  under  the 
gofpelj  and  therefore  though  permiffion 
may  well  enough  accord  with  difapproba- 
tion,  yet  prohibition  and  approbation  are 
fo  far  from  agreeing,  that  they  cannot  ftand 
together. 

Let  us  now  in  as  few  words  as  poffible, 
confider  all  the  proof  you  attempt  to  bring 
from  the  Old  Teftament  in  favour  of  Poly- 
gamy, and  the  whole  amounts  to  this : 
That  in  no  cafe  it  was  commanded  or  en- 
joined ;  in  fome  cafes  it  was  permitted  ;  but 
whether  this  permiffion  ever  amounted  to 
approbation,  remains  ftill  to  be  afcertained. 
It  is  true,  you  have  brought  fome  texts  of 
fcripture  in  defence  of  what  you  have  ad- 
vanced; but  in  none  of  thefe  you  have 
attempted  to  prove  any  thing  beyond  an 
allowance  of  Polygamy,  except  in  one, 
and  that  is  Exod.  xxii.  16.  If  a  man  intice 
a  7naid  that  is  not  betrothed,  and  lie  with  hcKy 
G  3  he 
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he  (hall  fur ely  endow  her  to  be  his  wfe.  Ana 
even  this  fingie  text  v/ill  not  bear  you  out, 
unlefs  you  can  bring  fome  better  proof  than 
you  have  done,  that  a  'man  (which  you  have 
unwarrantably  ventured  to  render  any  man) 
means  a  married  man,  at  leaft  a  married 
man,  as  well  as  a  fingie  one ;  in  which  in- 
terpretation however,  you  have  not  only  the 
general  voice  of  commentators  againfl  you, 
but  if  fcripture  be  allowed  to  be  its  own 
interpreter,  the  voice  of  God  himfelf,  in 
that  remarkable  text  which  you  have  be- 
ftowed  much  pains  to  get  over.  Lev.  xviii. 
J  8.  Thou  fhalt  not  take  a  "wife  to  her  ffer, 
to  vex  hery  to  uncover  her  nakednefsy  befide 
the  other  in  her  life  time ;  v/hich  thofe  whq 
have  the  moft  critical  knowledge  of  the  He- 
brew, interpret  as  in  the  marginal  reading, 
of  not  taking  one  wife  to  another,  for  which 
they  have  certainly  very  good  authority, 
fince  the  word  which  we  tranllate  a  ffter, 
is  rendered  another ^  in  other  parts  of  fcrip- 
ture. 

The  utmoft  therefore,  which  you  have 

proved  from  the  Old  Teftament,  is  a  per-^ 

wijjion 
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mtfion  of  Polygamy  among  the  Jews,    not 
without  much  difficulty  in  getting  over  fe- 
ycral  texts,  which  at  leaft  feem  very  unfa- 
vorable to  it,  particularly  that  noted  paffage, 
Mai.  ii.  14,  15,  16.  which  I  fhall  give  at 
length.     Tetyefayy  Wherefore  ?  hecaife  the 
Lord  hath  been  witnefs  between  thee  and  the 
wife  of  thy  youth ;    againfi  whom  thou  hajl 
dealt  treacheroufly :  yet  floe  is  thy  companion^ 
^nd  the  wife  of  thy  covenant.     And  did  not 
he  make  one  ?    Tet  had  he  the  refdue  of  the 
Spirit :  and  wherefore  one  ?  that  he  might  feek 
a  godly  feed,     therefore  take  heed  to  your  fpi^ 
rity  and  let  none  deal  treacheroufy  againjl  the 
wife  of  his  youth.     For  the  Lord^  the  God  of 
Jfrael  faithj  that  he  hateth  putting  away,  &c. 
&c.     Though  it  be  certainly  a  humiliating 
circumftance  for  an  author  to  confefs  him- 
felf  ignorant  of  a  language,  the  knowledge 
of  which  is  in   a  degree  neceflary  for  the 
carrying  on  of  a  controveriy  in  which  he 
is  engaged,  yet  rather  than  ftrut  about  like 
iEfop's   daw  in  borrowed  plumes,    I  will 
freely  and  ingenuouily  own  myfelf  incapa- 
ble of  examining  into  your  Hebrew  criti- 
cifms  on  the  foregoing  text,  which  I  am 

the 


92         The  Bleffings  of  Polygamy,  &c, 

the  more  forry  for,  as  from  the  awkward 
or  rather  round-about  explanation  you  have 
given  of  the  paffage,  I  am  led  to  fufpedt 
that  you  have  not  faithfully  delivered  the 
mind  and  will  of  God  revealed  in  it,  parti- 
cularly in  thofe  words.  Did  not  he  make  one  ? 
i.  e.  as  I  always  underftood  by  comparing 
it  w^ith  the  context,  *^  Did  not  he  make  the 
hufband  and  wife  one,  by  uniting  them  in 
fo  near  a  relation,  that  they  two  Jhould  be 
confidered  as  one  flefh  ?'' — But  what  is  your 
fenfe  of  the  words — DU  not  one  make  ?  Or 
did  not  one  God  make  or  create  both  you  and 
your  wive  si  Vol.  I.  p.  139.  But  whether 
you,  or  whether  all  *'  the  commentators  that 
have  followed  one  a?iot  her  like  fieepy'  be  in  the 
right  in  the  explanation  of  this  claufe,  it  is 
certain  that  if  the  whole  three  verfes  taken 
together,  do  not  contain  any  abfolute  com- 
mand that  one  man  ihould  have»  only  one 
wife,  it  feems  at  leaft  taken  for  granted, 
fince  there  is  mention  made  only  of  one 
man  and  one  woman  as  united  together  in 
ihe  nuptial  bonds — and  ftiled,  thee  and  the 
'wife  of  thy  youth y  againftwhom  the  hufband 
is  cautioned  nc4  to  deal  trcacheroufy. 

X  Bo 
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Be  affured,  that  I  am  as  much  againil 
pinning  my  faith  on  the  fleeves  of  com- 
mentators, as  you  can  be ;  but  yet  I  cannot 
help  thinking,  that  there  are  many  among 
them,  who  for  learning,  exteniive  know- 
ledge, found  judgment,  integrity  and  hu- 
mility, are  not  at  all  inferior  to  thofe  who 
affed:  to  undervalue  them.  I  am  alfo  per- 
fuaded,  that  though  the  knowledge  of  the 
original  fcriptures  be  very  ufeful,  yet  that 
no  point  of  real  importance  either  to  the 
faith  or  pra<ftice  of  a  Chriftian  depends  upon, 
or  requires  a  great  ikill  in  criticifm.  The 
gofpel  is  preached  to  the  poor,  and  the 
Lord  knew,  that  comparatively  few  of  his 
people  would  be  deeply  verfed  in  lan- 
guages. 

I  further  beg  leave  jufl;  to  obferve,  that 
though  you-|*)rofefs  moft  ftrongly  to  decry 
all  human  authority  in  general,  becaufe  the 
current  of  it  is  againfl:  you,  yet  you  are 
happy  to  make  the  moft  of  every  fcrap  and 
fhred  of  it,  when  it  is  at  all  in  your  favor : 
I  allow,  that  there  is  great  danger  in  fetting 
tQ9  high  a  value  on  any  human  authority 

whatever  ; 
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vt^hatever;    yet  human  authority  where  it 
keeps  its  proper  place  of  fubordination,  is 
not  without  much  ufe  even  in  the  invefti- 
gation   of  divine    truth  :     therefore  where 
faithful    ecclefiaftical    hiftorians,      fathers, 
and  commentators,    above    all  where   the 
noble  army  of  martyrs,  and  the  holy  church 
univerfal   throughout  the  world,    are    and 
have  been  agreed  in  any  point  of  dodVrine 
from  the  firfl  ejftablifliment  of  Chriftianity ; 
though  I  am  far  from  faying  their  teflimony 
is  infallible,  yet  I  muft  fay  it  is  not  to  be 
lightly  regarded,     efpecially  ought  no  one 
man   without  much  fear,    diffidence,    and 
caution  to  fet  up  his  own  judgment  againft 
fo  great  a  cloud  of  witneffes.     We  gene- 
rally find  that  error  and  high  felf-confidence 
go  hand  in  hand,    whilft  modefty  and  hu- 
mility are  the   infeparable   companions  of 
truth.     TtJe  meek  will  he  guide  in  judgment ; 
the  meek  will  he  teach  his  way,  PfaL  xxv.  9. 
When  Thuedas    arofe,    he   boajled    himjelf 
to  />f  fomehody  [A],  but  Paul  filled  himfelf 

tA]  Arls  V.  36. 

the 
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tie  chief  of  finnerSi  and  lefs  than  the  leajl  of 
all  faints. 

After  all,  you  will  have  no  occafion  to 
blame  me  for  making  too  much  ufe  of  hu- 
man authority,  as  throughout  this  piece,  \ 
do  not  recolleft  that  I  have  madp  one  quo- 
tation, but  what  comes  diredly  from  the 
fountain  of  truth,  the  word  of  God ^ 

But  how  have  you  fucceeded  when  yoq. 
come  to  the  New  Teftament  ?  All  here  is 
negative  proof  indeed  ^  for  with  all  your 
partiality  to  Polygamy,  I  bear  you  witnefs, 
that  you  have  not  even  made  the  attempt  of 
preffing  a  fingle  text  into  your  fervice.  All 
you  have  done,  all  you  could  do,  all  you 
have  endeavored  to  do,  is  to  ihew  that  the 
New  Teflament  writings,  allowing  you 
your  own  interpretation  of  them,  may  be  fo 
explained,  as  not  to  forbid  Polygamy ;  but 
not  fo  much  as  one  text  is  offered  to  prove 

even  the  permiffion  of  it. Your  grand 

argument  is  brought  up  again,  again,  again, 
and  again,  that  if  God  allowed  Polygamy 
under  the  Old   Teflament,    it  cannot    be 

finful 
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finful  under  the  New  ;  and  proceeding 
upon  this  moft  erroneous  hypothefis,  you 
bend  and  ftrain  every  fcripture  which  ftands 
in  your  way,  till  you  have  filenced  them 
from  fpeaking  what  they  really  do  fpeak, 
and  have  made  them  fpeak  juft  what  you 
would  have  them  fpeak.  But  whilft  fuch 
bold  liberties  as  thefe  are  taken  with  the 
blelTed  word  of  God,  can  we  wonder  that 
the  dodlrine  of  tranfubftantiation,  or  any 
other  popifh  abfurdities  are  iwallowed 
down  ?  Nay,  are  we  to  be  aftonifhed  at  the 
folly  and  enthufiafm  of  one  in  this  kingdom, 
who  fome  years  fince  (you  remember  well 
the  fadl)  declared  he  fhould  never  die,  but 
fhould  be  tranflated  as  were  Enoch  and  Eli- 
jah. Had  any  one  reafoned  with  him  on 
his  delufion,  might  he  not  have  faid,  "  I 
*'  fee  that  two  of  the  Old  Teftament  faints 
'*  were  tranflated,  therefore  tranflation  was 
^^  then  agreeable  to  the  mind  of  God,  the 
'-  fcriptures  of  the  New  Teftament  are  in- 
•'  tirely  filent  on  this  head  ;  they  leave  the 
'*  matter  iuft  as  they  found  it,  therefore, 
'*  why  may  not  I  cxpefr  tranflation  as  v/ell 

*'  as 
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^^  as  Enoch  and  Elijah  ?"— Indeed  I  think 
not  only  tranflation,  but  navigation,  forti- 
fication, or  any  other  atiouy  might  as  rea- 
dily be  proved  from  the  New  Teftament  as 
Polygamy ;  befides,  that  to  prove  a  dod:rine 
from  the  New  Teftament,  which  you  your- 
felf  allow  is  not  once  mentioned  in  it,  is 
I  apprehend  rather  an  odd  manner  of 
proving. 

Having  now,  I  hope,  in  fome  meafure 
cleared  the  way  before  me,  by  removing 
many  falfe  ideas  and  mifconceptions,  by 
which  you  ftrongly  incline  your  readers  in 
favor  of  your  fyftem,  and  indeed  in  a  man- 
ner try  to  frighten  them  into  a  perfuafion 
that  the  whole  Chriftian  world  has  hitherto 
been  in  darknefs,  both  in  principle  and 
practice,  on  the  fubjed:  in  queftion,.  and 
that  every  interpreter  of  God's  word  who 
preceded  you,  has  only  been  ringing  poor 
Whittington's  bells  in  their  ears,  to  prevent 
their  hearing  diftindtly,  what  God  fpeaks 
to  them  in  his  own  written  word;  I  fliali 
now  endeavor  by  the  help  of  God,  to  con- 

fider 


98  ^ke  BleJJihgs  of  Polygamy^  &c 
fider  as  briefly  as  poffible,  the  plain  obvi- 
ous meaning  of  feme  texts  of  fcripture  ia 
the  New  Teftament>  by  which  you  attertipt 
to  fupport  your  caufe,  though  I  believe  you 
will  not  deny  but  you  have  met  with  hard 
work  before  yoU  took  your  leave  of  them* 

The  firft  text  I  mention  is  that,  Maff. 
V.  28.  I  fay  unto  you  ^  that  njvhofoever  looketh 
on  a  "woman  to  luji  after  her^  hath  committed 
adultery  "with  her  already  in  his  hearts 

Without  the  leaft  proof  as  I  can  fee  in 
your  favor,  you  infift  upon  it,  that  the  word 
woman  here  muft  mean  a  married  woman* 
But  why  fo  ?  Is  there  nothing  improper  in 
a  man,  whether  married  or  fingle,  lufting 
after  any  fingle  v/oman  or  widow  ?  None 
at  all  upon  your  fyflem,  if  he  means  to 
make  them  his  wives.  But  certainly  you 
will  not  deny  that  the  Greek  word  ^y-n  mu^ 
Her,  means  any  woman  in  general,  married 
or  unmarried,  as  much  as  the  word  avn/s,  i;/r 
means  any  man  in  general  -,  and  therefore 
to  confine   it   to  a  married  woman  is  to 

make 
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make  a  limitation  to  ferve  a  purpofe,  where 
God  himfelf  has  made  none  [B]. 

"Still  further  does  this  pervcrfion  of  fcrip- 
ture  appear,  in  your  comment  on  that  im- 
portant text,  ver.  32.  of  the  fame  chapter, 
I  fay  unto  yon,  that  isohofoever  Jhall  put  away 
his  wife,  except  it  he  for  fornication,  andjhall 
marry  another,  committeth  adultery  :  and 
whofo  marrieth  her  "which  is  put  away^  doth 
commit  adultery* 

What  labor  and  pains  have  you  beflowed, 
to  convince  your  readers  that  the  v/ord  aAA>j^, 
another,    means  another  man's  wife,    who 

[B]  My  dear  friend  In  his  elucidation  of  this  text, 
in  order  to  evade  its  force,  obferves,  that  if  by  a  wo- 
man here  be  meant  any  woman,  then  a  man  may  com- 
mit adultery  by  looking  at  his  own  wife.  At  firft  I 
really  felt  myfelf  hurt  at  the  thought,  that  one  for 
whom  I  have  fo  high  a  regard,  fhould  defcend  to  fuch 
low  chicanery,  but  I  prefently  recoIle£led,  that  he  had 
been  Ired  to  the  bar,  and  therefore  paffed  it  by  with  a 
fmile. 

But  the  manner  in  which  he  fpeaks  offpirituai  expo- 
fiiors  in  the  fame  place,  inilead  o^2i  fmile ,  occalioned  a 
Jhah  of  the  head. 
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has  been  divorced  from  her  hufband, 
though  the  word  is  as  general  as  conftant 
ufage  can  make  it,  and  means  any  other 
woman,  whether  maid,  widow,  or  wife. 
But  then  this  plain  reading  of  the  text,  for 
it  requires  no  elucidation,  would  at  once 
overthrow  the  dodlrine  of  Polygamy ;  and 
cut  up  by  the  roots  your  new  definition  of 
adultery,  by  proving  that  a  married  man 
.may  commit  adultery  with  a  fingle  woman. 
You  are  rather  aware  indeed  of  the  tauto- 
logy which  you  put  into  our  Saviour's 
mouth,  by  your  interpretation  of  this  textj 
but  ftill  you  try  to  get  over  it  at  all  eVentS. 
Let  us  render  it  as  you  would  have  iti  1 
fay  unto  you^  that  whofoever  JJjall  put  away 
bis  wifey  except  it  be  for  fornicatioriy  and 
JJjall  marry  another  [that  is  fay  you,  the  wife 
of  another  man]  committctb  adultery^  and 
nvbofo  marrieth  her  ^jobich  is  put  away^  [who 
muft  ftill  be  the  wife  of  another  man]  com- 
mitteth  adultery.  Such  is  the  tautology,  not 
to  fay  nonfenfe,  which  you  make  to  pro- 
ceed out  of  the  mouth  of  him  who  fpake  as 
never  man  fpake ;  whereas,  take  the  words 
in  thiir  plain  eafy  fignificatiofi,  and  he  that 

runneth 
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f\inneth  may  read,  and  come  to  the  true 
fenre  of  them.  The  paffage  is  mentioned 
by  three  evangellfis,  and  twice  by  St.  Mat- 
thew; only  in  St.  Mark  it  ftands  double, 
and  the  crime  is  recorded  as  reciprocal  on 
each  fide.  Whofoever  JJjall  put  away  his 
imfcy  and  marry  another ^  committeth  adultery 
againjl  her.  And  if  a  woman  fi all  put  away 
her  htijband,  and  be  married  to  another y  JJje 
committeth  adultery.  Now  I  would  obferve, 
that  the  word  another  in  the  latter  verfe,  is 
the  very  farhe  in  the  original,  when  it  relates 
to  the  man,  as  the  word  another  is  in  the 
former  verfe,  when  it  relates  to  the  woman > 
where  you  fay,  it  muft  agree  with  the  antece- 
dent fubflantive  yumixa,  wife^  only  differing 
in  gender ;  fo  that  if  we  admit  your  con- 
liru(flion  in  the  one  cafe,  we  ought  to  do  it 
in  the  other,  and  make  the  word  aAA« 
agree  with  its  antecedent  fubflantive  a^^^o; 
hupandy  and  then  the  whole  paffage  will 
run  thus.  *'  Whofoever  fhall  put  away 
^'  his  wife,  and  marry  another  maris  wife 
*^  cotnmitteth  adultery  againfther;  and  if 
"  a  woman  fhall  put  away  her  hufband, 
'*  ^nd  marry  another  woman's  hujhandy  fhe 
H  "  committeth 
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**  committeth  adultery."  The  eonclufion 
of  which  interpretation  is  this,  that  if  any 
man  put  away  his  wife  (except  for  fornica- 
tion) and  marry  another  (ingle  woman  or 
widow,  he  commits  no  adultery  ;  arid  if  a 
woman  put  away  h^r  hufband,  and  marry 
another  fingle  man  or  a  widower,  flie  com- 
mits no  adultery.^— Alas !  what  will  not 
evafion  fly  to ! 

The  liberty  you  take  in  changing  the 
word  aAXiji/  for  ocxxol^ixv  mufl  not  pafs  unno- 
ticed. I  have  confulted  all  the  three  evan- 
gelifts  where  the  paflage  is  recorded,  and  na 
ftich  word  is  to-  be  found  :  St.  Matthew  and 
St.  Mark  both  have  aAA^p,  and  St.  Luke 
alone  ufes  the  word  £Tf^ak  which  is  nearly 
the  fame  as  otxxrw  another y  any  other  woman  ;. 
but  the  word  aAXo7fiav  which  you  have  intro- 
duced, means  belonging  to  another ;  or  whea 
joined  to  yjvaixa  the  loife  of  another  man. 
Now  can  W€  fuppofe,  that  if  our  Lord 
wifhed  to  have  his  own  meaning  under- 
ftood  in  this  moft  important  matter,  he 
would  have  ufed  ah  expreffion  which  was- 
very  liable  to  be  miftaken,  and  have  left  it 

to 
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to  you  or  me  to  make  an  amendment  In  his 
language,  by  leaving  out  one  word,  andfub- 
flituting  another  ?  but  infliead  of  (peaking 
ambiguoufly,  he  has  vouchfafcd  to  give  us 
one  of  the  plaineft  expreffions  imaginable, 
and  w^hich  in  its  eafy  literal  iQ,n[t  is  capable 
of  no  other  conftruction  than  that  which 
our  tranflators  have  given  us.  Nor  does 
your  facetious  gentleman  s  ftory  of  the  glafs 
and  leathern  bottles^  at  all  make  in  your  fa-« 
vor,  but  quite  point  blank  againit  you; 
though  I  allow  that  a  joke  may  fometimes 
tickle  the  fancy  of  the  tired  reader,  and 
caufe  him  to  miflake  witticifm  for  argu- 
ment. And  here  I  may  obferve^  that  when 
you  were  entertaining  us  with  the  ftory  of 
Harlequin  getting  into  a  quart  bottle,  (vol.  11. 
p.  352.)  you  might  have  added,  that  he  aJfo 
jumped  down  his  own  throat,  which  was 
not  only  advertifed  at  the  fame  time  with 
the  quart  bottle  bufinefs  about  thirty  years 
a^o,  but  I  myfelf  faw  it  attempted  at  one 
of  the  theatres ;  though  I  muft  own  with 
not  much  better  fuccefs  th^n  a  friend  of 
mine  attempts  to  prove,  that  any  "woman 
H  2  ivhatcvcr^ 
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whatevevy    means    another    mans    divorced 
wife^ 

My  friend  would  illuftrate  this  by  that 

text,        I     Cor.     X,      19.      uVo     aAXtj?    (rwnha-iu^ 

which  is  tranilated  another  mans  confcience ; 
but  the  words  are  ftriftly  another  confcience^ 
and  the  addition  of  mans  is  inferted  by  way 
of  expletive,  and  becaufe  another  confcience 
and  another  man's  confcience  arc  fynoni- 
mous  icrms,  feeing  no  man  can  have  more 
than  one  confcience. — But  this  is  no  argu- 
ment at  all,  why  another  woman  muft  mean 
another  mans  divorced  wifcy  unlefs  you  caa 
prove  tliat  every  woman  living  ftands  in  th^ 
predicament. 

But  to  return.  You  will  fay,  that  our 
Lord  in  this  palfage  is  not  fpeaking  of  Po- 
lygamy, but  only  of  divorce.  True,  the 
queflion  put  by  the  Pharifees,  proves  that 
he  is  fpeaking  of  divorce ;  but  in  fo  doing, 
he  is  naturally  led  to  fhew  what  that  crime 
is,  for  which  divorce  is  lawful,  and  this  is 
adultery  -,   which  if  there  be  any  meaning 
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m  words,    he   tells   us  may  be  committed 
when  any  married  man  takes  to  himfelf  any 
other  woman  befides  his  own  wife,  be  that 
other  woman  as  before  obferved,    a  virgin, 
a  widow,    or  a  wife.     And  if  we  confult 
the  context,    we  fliall  perceive  that  in  the 
reafoning  which  our  Lord  makes  ufe  of,  in 
order  to  fatisfy  the  inquiry  of  the  Pharifees 
concerning  divorce,    he  refers  them  to  the 
original  inflitution   of  marriage.     Have  ye 
not  read  (faith  he)  that  he  which  made  them 
at  the  beginnings  made  them  tnale  and  female, 
and  f aids  fo^  ihis  caufe  fiall  a  man  leave  fa- 
ther and  mothers  and  f: all  cleave  to  his  wife, 
and  they  twain  fiall  be  one  fejh  ?  Wher&fore 
they  are  no  more  twain  but  one  flefh.     What 
therefore  God  hath  joined  together^  let  no  man 
flit  afunder.     As  if  he  had  faid,    *^  Know 
*'  ye  not  that  when  God  created  Adam  and 
**  Eve,  he  made  the  one  male  and  the  other 
*'  female,    and  ordained  that    they  ihould 
''  be  faithful  to  each  other,    and  keep  the 
**'  marriage  bed  inviolable  :    from  thence- 
*'  forth   therefore,     the   hufband    and    the 
'*  wife  are  no  longer  to  be  efteemed  as  fe- 
^'  parate  perfons,  but  though  twain  or  two 
H  3  *'  ia 
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**'  in  number,  are  one  flefh  in  the  fight  of 
*'  God  y  upon  which  account,  a  man  muft 
*'  leave  his  father  and  his  mother,  and  muft 
*'  cleave  unto  his  wife,  not  only  in  body, 
**  but  in  heart  and  affedion.  Therefore 
**  ye  Pharifees  do  greatly  err,  when  you 
^'  fuppofe  that  it  is  lawful  for  a  man  to 
<'  put  av/ay  his  wife  for  every  or  for  any 
**  caufe-  for  though  for  the  hardnefs  of 
*'  your  hearts  this  pradice  was  fuiFered  by 
*^  the  law  of  Mofes,  yet  from  the  begin- 
*'  ning,  when  God  firft  inftituted  the  bond 
*=*  of  marriage,  it  was  otherwife,  for  he 
*'  then  ma^e  only  one  man  for  one  woman, 
^'  and  one  woman  for  one  man,  wherefore 
*^  I  now  tell  you,  that  whofoever  putteth 
*^  away  one  wife,  and  marrieth  another 
*^  w^oman  in  her  ftead,  committeth  adul- 
^*  tery,  and  w^hofo  marrieth  her  that  is  put 
**  away  committeth  adultery/* 

Certainly,  no  one  can  fay,  that  this  is 
any  forced  comment  upon  our  Lord's 
words  en  this  very  important  pafTage,  but 
a  plain  eafy  paraphrafe  upon  the  text,  which 
fo  fcir  from,  countenancing,  direftly  mili- 
tates 
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ts.tes  againft  Polygamy,    and  actually  con^ 
demns  it  as  adultery. 

After  much  pains  indeed,  to  ftate  a  dif- 
tindlion  between  the  hufband  and  wife  being 
legally  two,  and  nmnerically  two,  you  feem 
to  wonder  at  what  you  call  the  legerdemaim 
of  thofe,  who  fuppofe  that  the  hulband  and 
wife  mean  only  two  perfons,  or  two  and  no 
more.  But  furely,  the  art  of  legerdemain  is 
much  more  to  be  admired  in  him,  w^ho  can 
change  o*  ho  they  two,  into  they  three  or 
they  four,  jufl:  as  he  pleafes,  and  who  by 
the  fame  art  can  reduce  Solomon  and  his  fe- 
ven  hundred  wdves  into  «»  ho  they  twain. 

The  apoftle  Paul  alludes  to  that  original 
text.  Gen.  ii.  24.  in  his  Epiftle  to  the 
Epheftansy  ch.  v.  31.  where  he  is  treat- 
ing of  the  love  and  union  which  ought  to 
fubfift  between  the  hufband  and  the  wife. 
For  this  cauje  JJjall  a  man  leave  his  father  and 
his  mother^  and  fiall  be  joined  to  his  %mfcy  and 
they  two  JJoall  he  one  flep.  And  then  he 
adds.  This  is  a  great  mxjlery,  but  I  f peak 
i;oncer^ing  Chriji  and  the  church. — No- 
thing: 
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thing  can  be  clearer,  nothing  more  reftrie-i 
tive  of  one  man  to  one  woman,  and  onq 
woman  to  one  man,  than  thefe  words  of 
the  apoftle. — But  my  friend  would  draw  a 
conclufion  in  his  favor  from  this  text,  by 
obferving,  that  the  church  or  fpoufe  of 
Chrift,  being  made  up  of  many  rnernbers, 
and  having  only  one  hufband,  therefore  the 
analogy  between  Chrift  and  his  church  is 
much  better  fupportW  by  thePolygamiftthan 
by  the  Monogamift. — But  he  fliould  recol- 
lect, that  though  the  believers  which  con- 
ftitute  the  fpoufe  of  Chrift,  are  indeed 
many  when  confidered  ijidividually y  yet 
when  confidered  colkBhely,  in  which  light 
the  fcripture  always  does  confider  them, 
they  are  ftill  only  one  body  ;  unjefs 
therefore,  my  friend  can  prove,  (v/hat  th^ 
amorous  Polygami,ft  would  not  wifti  hirn  to 
prove)  that  a  man  may  have  three  or  four 
wives,  and  thefe  wives  have  but;  one  body 
among  them,  the  argument  on  which  he 
hangs  his  conclufion,  is  no  better  than  ^ 
rotten  rope,  which  being  pulled  too  tight, 
faaps  in  the  middle.,  and  down  drops  Poly-^. 


7he  BleJJings  of  Polygamy,  &e.     109 

I  intended  in  this  place  to  have  intro-^ 
duced  a  comment  or  paraphrale  upon  the 
whole  feventh  chapter  of  St.  Paul's  iirft 
Epiftle  to  the  Corinthiansy  but  confidering 
how  much  I  had  already  faid  on  that  chap- 
ter a  few  pages  back,  let  me  only  intreat 
the  reader  '*  to  lay  down  my  book  and  take 
^^  up  a  better/'  and  let  him  turn  to  that 
chapter  as  it  came  in  perfect  purity  out  of 
God's  own  hands,  unmixed  by  paraphrafes, 
or  unadulterated  with  human  comments; 
and  when  he  has  read  the  whole  of  it 
throughout,  let  him  ceafe  to  wonder  if  he 
cap,  that  there  ever  exifted  a  man  of  fenfe, 
learning,  and  piety,  who  could  .believe  that 
chapter,  and  yet  maintain  Polygamy, 

Suffe^  me  however,  juft  to  aik  a  few 
queftions  on  thofe  words,  Defraud  ye  7wt 
one  the  other  except  it  be  mth  covfent  for  a 
time. 

I.  Can  more  than  two  perfons  poflibly 
te   included    in    thofe    words,    *^  one   the 

^^  Qthcrr 

2dly, 
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2dly,  Is  not  the  confent  of  the  wife  as 
jnuch  included  as,  the  confent  of  the  huf- 
band,  in  the  apoftle's  injunftioji  ? 

3dly,  Does  not  a  hufband  more  efFedlu- 
ally  defraud  a  wife  of  the  rights  of  the  mar- 
riage bed,  by  taking  another  woman,  than  by 
continence  ?  In  the  former  cafe  he  defrauds 
Jier  pofitively ;  in  the  latter  only  ?2egatively. 

4thly,  Was  there  ever  an  affeftionate  wife 
in  the  world  that  would  give  her  free  coU" 
Jent  to  be  fo  defrauded  ? 

Now  remember  my  requefl,  and  read  the 
chapter  throughout  with  reverence  and  at- 
tention. 

There  isyetone textof  fcrlpture,  whicli 
as  you  feem  to  lay  piuch  ftrefs  upon,  I 
fhall  beg  particularly  to  confider.  The 
words  are  found,  TiV,  i.  6.  If  any  (i.  e.  if 
any  elder)  be  the  hujband  of  one  wfe.  From 
hence  you  conclude,  that  as  by  the  apoftle's 
dired:ion  the  elders  were  to  be  chofen  out 
of  thofe  who  were  hufbands  of  one  wife, 
therefore  there    muft  cei-tainly  be  among 

the 
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the  Chriftian  laity  many  who    had   more 
wives  than  one.     But  we  may  juft  as  welj 
infer,  that  becaufe  the  elder  women  were  to 
be  feleded  out  of  thofe  who  had  each  of 
them  been  the  wife  of  one  man,  (i  Tim. 
V.   9.)    therefore   there   were   many   other 
Chriftian  women  who  Had  more  hufbands 
than  one.     The  words  direftly  anfwer  to 
pne  another  in  both  places.     The  hiijband  of 
one  wife^  or  of  one  woman  ;  and  the  wife  of 
pne  hufband,    or  of  one  man^  and  the  pur-^ 
pofes  for  which  they  were  chofen,  were  in 
many  cafes  the  fame  [C] ;    fo  that  as  you 
interpret  the  one  text  with  regard  to  the 
woman,  who  was  to  be  chofen  as  a  dea- 
conefs  from  among  the  widows,    that  fhe 
muft  be  one  who  had  only  been  once  mar- 
ried; fo  you  muft  alfo  interpret  the  other 
text  which  relates  to   the  man,    (whether 
prieft  or  deacon)  that  he   muft  be  chofer^ 
out  of  fuch  as  had  only  been  once  marrie4. 
— But    you    fay  that  text,    i    T"/;;/.  v.    9. 
which  relates  to  the  widow,  is  in  the  paft 
tenfe,    having  been    the  wife  of  one  man, 

[CI  More  particularly  where  the  man  was  chofen  to 
the  office  of  a  deacon.     See  i  Tim,  iii.   12. 

>vhereas 
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whereas  the  text  TV/,  i.  6.  is  in  the  pre- 
fent  tenfe,  if  any  be  the  hujhand  of  ojie  wife. 
I  anfwer,  that  if  this  had  not  been  the  cafe, 
the  woman  would  not  have  been  a  widow, 
but  a  wife,  whereas  the  choice  was  to  be 
made,  of  fuch  an  one  as  had  been^  not  of 
fuch  as  then  was,  the  wife  of  one  man,  be- 
caufe  a  married  woman  being  in  fubjedtion 
to  the  law  of  her  hufhandy  and  at  his  dif- 
pofal,  could  not  fo  properly  attend  to  the 
affairs  of  the  church,  v/here  flie  was  to  be 
employed  in  performing  different  offices  of 
relief  and  kindnefs  to  the  fick  and  diftreffed 
members  of  it,  as  a  widow  could  :  whereas 
the  objeffion  did  not  lie  fo  ftrongly  on  the 
man's  fide,  whofe  province  it  is  not  to  take 
upon  him  the  care  of  houfhold  matters : 
But  ilill  the  difference  of  tenfe,  makes  no 
difference  of  iK-.n^t,  in  the  point  before  us, 
and  therefore,  what  the  paiTage  means  in 
the  one  place  it  means  in  the  other,  viz. 
that  both  the  man  and  the  woman  Aould 
only  have  been  once  married,  that  they 
might  attend  to  the  affairs  of  the  church 
with  lefs  diflra(5tion,  by  not  being  burdened 
\i*ith  family  encumbrai:^ces.-»«~*»-And  here,  I 

mufl 
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muft  further  obferve,  that  in  paraphrafing 
on  thefe  texts,  you  have  made  fome  con- 
ceflions  which  are  not  very  friendly  to  the 
dodrine  you  efpoufe,  I  mean  that  of  Poly-* 
gamy  ^  (for  it  evidently  appears  by  the  chain 
and  connexion  of  both  your  volumes,  that 
this  is  the  great  Diana  w^hich  you  would  fet 
up,  and  for  the  fake  of  which  the  whole  was 
written)  for  you  grant  that  the  man  to  be 
chofen  to  be  a  bifhop  or  prefbyter,  ought 
not  to  have  two  wives  at  a  time.  But  why 
not  ?  can  that  be  wrong  under  the  gofpel, 
which  was  right  under  the  law  ?  Is  Paul 
come  to  contradid:  Mofes  ?  Elkanah  the 
prieft,  notwithftanding  he  had  all  the  duties 
of  his  office  to  attend  to,  had  tv/o  wives  at 
a  time,  and  why  may  not  any  Chriftian  prieft 
or  prefbyter  have  the  fame  ?  Thus  ought 
you  to  reafon,  if  you  would  be  confiftent 
with  yourfelf,  elfe  you  immediately  deilroy 
the  building  which  you  have  all  along  been 
attempting  to  fet  up,  "  That  whatfoever 
"'  God  allowed  under  the  Old  Teftament 
*'  difpenfation,  he  cannot  difallow  under 
**  the  New."  Your  argument  therefore, 
once  more  proves  too  much,  and  lays  you 

under 
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under  the  neceffity  either  of  allowing  Poly-i 
gamy  on  the  woman's  fide,  or  of  difallow- 
ing  it  on  the  man's  :  or  otherwife,  yoii  are 
conllrained  to  grant,  that  God  for  wife  rea- 
fons  has  thought  fit  to  forbid  a  plurality  of 
wives  to  his  minifters  under  the  gofpel, 
though  he  permitted  it  under  the  law.  If 
you  ftill  urge  that  this  prohibition  was 
more  efpecially  confined  to  the  diftrefled  or 
infant  ftate  of  the  church,  I  will  not  difpute 
the  point  with  you;  but  this  is  a  further 
argument  in  my  favor,  and  verifies  my  af- 
fertion,  **  That  God  as  fovereign  of  his 
*^  creatures,  has  full  right  to  difallow  and 
*^  forbid  at  one  period,  what  he  allows  and 
**  even  commands  at  another,  according  as 
**  he  fees  fit  that  times  and  circumftances 
*'  fhould  alter  ;  and  that  ftill  God  changeth 
**  not,  neither  in  his  own  nature,  nor  in 
**  "his  will,  fince  the  one  great  end  he  has 
**  in  view  is  his  own  glory,  and  the  good 
<*  of  his  church  and  people/' 

Having  endeavored  to  reftore  feveral 
texts  of  fcripture  to  their  original  meaning, 
which  appeared  to  me  to  be  manifeftly  dif- 

torted 
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torted  by  your  explanation  of  them  in  favor 
of  Polygamy,  I  proceed  to  make  a  few  fhort 
obfervations  on  what  you  have  faid  more 
particularly  relative  to  marriage. 

Most  juftly  you  condemn  the  church  of 
Rome  for  her  unfcriptural  injunctions    of 
celibacy,  as  v/ell  as  fome  of  the  primitive 
fathers,  for  their  unauthorized  declamations 
againft  fecond  marriages  :    but  it  is  eafy  to 
conceive,  that  thefe  errors  might  be  adopted, 
by  extending  thofe  paflages  of  fcripture  to 
after-periods   of  the  church,    which  were 
only  defigned  for  the  primitive  and  diiiref- 
fed  ages  of  it,  which  will  therefore  admit  of 
fome  excufe,  though  not  for  the  church  of 
Rome,  yet  for  the  earlieft  fathers  who  lived 
in  thofe  ages,  for  what  they  have  advanced 
in  thofe  points ;  and  certainly  our  Lord  and 
his  apoftles,  more  efpecially  St.  Paul  in  the 
feventh  chapter  of  the  firft  Epiflle  to  the 
Corinthians,    do   under   particular  circum- 
flances,  and  where  the  cafe  of  the  parties 
will  admit  of  it,  give  the  preference  to  a 
fmgle  life,  and  encourage  widows  and  wi- 
dowers not  to  embark  again  in  the  married 

flate. 
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Hate,  without  they  find  themfelves  under 
ttie  neceffity  of  fo  doing. — Some  humble 
apology  therefore  may  be  made,  though 
not  for  Rome  herfelf,  yet  for  the  primi- 
tive fathers  who  have  written  fuch  extrava- 
gant encomiums  of  virginity,  by  refledting^ 
that  they  lived  in  thofe  very  tinies  for 
which  all  thofe  texts  which  fpeak  in  favor 
of  it  were  Intended;  but  although  in  after- 
ages  fuperjlition  fo  far  kept  the  throne,  that 
jQie  attributed  I  know  iibt  what  merit  to  an 
unnatural  celibacy,  and  even  ordained  fan- 
guinary  laws  for  the  punifhment  of  priefts 
who  {hould  marry,  in  diredt  defiance  of 
God's  great  command,  increafe  and  multi- 
ply y  ftill  this  proves  nothing  but  that  fu- 
perftition  is,  and  always  will  be  fuperfti- 
tion,  but  it  adds  not  the  weight  of  a  grairi 
to  your  arguments  in  favor  of  Polygamy : 
on  the  contrary,  I  fhould  not  wonder,  if  it 
were  to  be  urged  againft  you,  perhaps  many 
years  hence,  *'  That  amidft  the  various  cor- 
**  ruptions  and  fuperftitions  which  front 
**  time  to  time  infefted  the  Chriftian  church, 
**  relative  to  divorce^    marriage,   celibacy, 

«  &c. 
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*'  &:g.  at  laft  in  the  eighteenth  century, 
**  RourKhcd  one  Martin  Madan^  a  perfon  of 
**  great  learning,  judgment,  and  piety,  who 
**  being  determined  to  run  as  far  as  he  could 
**  from  the  Romilh  church  in  thefe  points, 
"  leaped  into  the  other  extreme,  and  adu- 
"  ally  wrote  two  volumes  in  defence  of  Po- 
*'  lygamy.'*  But  I  hope  the  ecclefiailical 
writer  will  immediately  add,  that  **  being 
**  convinced  of  his  error,  he  recanted  it 
*'  with  true  Chriflian  candor  and  contrition 
*'  of  heart/' 

Whillt  I  am  on  this  fubjed:,  I  cannot 
help  obferving  how  repeatedly  you  have 
brought  up  that  ftatute  of  Henry  VIII. 
w^hich  enaded,  that  no  priefi  fhould  marry 
on  pain  of  death.  And  what  is  the  conclu- 
fion  you  wiih  to  draw  from  it  ?  Why,  that 
from  the  unfcriptural  abfurdity  of  that  fta- 
tute, a  direft  contrary  one  ought  to  be 
enafted,  and  that  becaufe  no  prieft  might 
then  be  permitted  to  marry  g?ic  wife,  now 
any  layman  at  leaft^  fhould  have  the  liberty 
of  marrying  two  or  more;  which  is  juft  as 
I  p-ood 
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good  reafoning,  as  if  I  were  to  fay,  that  if 
that  parliament  had  been  abfurd  enough  to 
pafs  a  law  that  every  prieft  fhould  have  his 
nofe  cut  off,  therefore  another  ad;  ought 
now  to  pafs,  for  any  layman  to  have  two 
or  more  nofes  [D].  Or  becaufe  the  French 
capuchin  friar  you  mention  told  you,  it  was 
contrary  to  the  rules  of  his  order  ever  to 
wear  a  pair  of  fhoes  at  all ;  therefore  it  was 
now  proper  and  expedient  for  a  man  to  wear 
two  or  three  pair  at  once. 

But  leaving  the  fooleries  and  extravagan- 
cies of  popery  to  thofe  who  choofe  to  be 

[D]  So  far  is  the  credulity  of  popery  from  fuppoiing 
that  a  prieft  may  not  well  enough  cxift  without  a  nofe, 
that  it  can  even  believe  a  prieft  may  live  without  ahead,- 
— Whoever  has  vifited  the  convent  of  St.  Dennis  near 
Paris,  has  feen  the  image  of  that  Saint  in  filver  with 
his  head  in  his  own  hands ;  and  has  been  told  with  a 
very  grave  face,  by  the  ecclefiaftic  who  fhews  the  trea- 
fures  of  the  church,  that  St.  Dennis  (from  whom  the 
convent  takes  its  name)  having  fufFered  decapitation 
for  the  fake  of  religion,  afterwards  took  up  his  head  in 
his  hands,  and  carried  it  from  Tari^  to  the  place  where 
the  raonaftery  now  ftands,  which  if  I  remember  right, 
is  a  diftan'ce  of  about  lix  miles. 

amufed 
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Jimufed  with  them,  I  pafs  on  to  a  circum- 
ftance  which  you  mention,  vol.  I.  212,  note^ 
concerning  fome  of  our  principal  reformers^ 
at  the  head  of  whom  you  have  defervedly 
placed  that  great  champion  of  the  Protef- 
tant  faith,  Martin  Luther.  I  mean,  ^'  their 
*'  unaiiimous  agreement  at  Wittembergy  that 
'*  it  was  not  contrary  to  the  divine  law, 
*'  for  a  man  to  have  two  wives  at  once/' 
On  which  authority  you  inform  us,  that 
Philip,  Landgrave  of  Hejfe^  adlually  marri«d 
2ifecond  wife,  his  frji  being  alive. 

The  cafe  of  the  Landgrave  of  Htje  was 
a  very  particular  one,  and  is  taken  from  aa 
authority  which  you  do  not  much  choofe  to 
avow.  If  I  judge  right  you  have  gathered 
it  ivom  Poly gamia  Tritmphatrix,  p.  554.  A 
performance  which  I  perceive  has  h^^n  of 
fignal  ufe  to  you.  The  fad  was,  that  the 
wife  of  the  Landgrave  found  herfelf  for  ef- 
pccial  reafons  incapable  of  cohabiting  with 
her  own  hufband,  and  he  found  himfeif 
under  a  fcriptural  neceffity  of  avoiding  celi- 
bacy. To  defcend  to  the  mimiiics  of  this 
I  2  matter. 
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matter,  would  lead  me  into  a  differtatioix 
which  I  am  fure  the  delicate  reader  would 
wiih  me  to  avoid :  fuffice  it  fay  in  general, 
that  they  could  not  live  together  as  man  and 
wife.  The  cafe  was  referred  to  the  confi- 
deration  of  the  proteftant  divines,  among 
whom  were  Luther^  Melanchtoriy  and  Bucer,. 
who  after  great  deliberation  and  caution  and 
not  without  much  diffidence,  delivered  their, 
opinion,,  that  under  fuch  circumftances,  the 
Landgrave  might  be  permitted  to  take  ano- 
ther wife. 

But  though  I  have  examined  various  parts 
of  that  laborious  treatife  [Pal.  TrL)  I  cannot 
any  where  difcover  the  quotation  you  have 
brought  and  marked  with  inverted  commas^ 
as  put  by  way  of  a  queftion,  to  the  aforefaid 
divines  at  Wittemberg,  *'  Whether  for  a 
*'  maa  to  have  two  wives  at  once  was  con- 
*'  trary  to  the  divine  law  ?*'  Nor  do  I  fee 
any  thing  of  their  ur.animous  anfwer,  "  That 
*'  it  was  not ;"  therefore  I  hope  if  you  pub- 
li(h  another  edition  of  Thelyphthora,  you 
will  tell  US'  from  what  fource  you  have  de-^ 

rived 
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Tked  your  authority  for  this  propofition 
to  the  diviiies,  and  their  unanimous  reply 
to  iL 

But  furely  Luther  inflead  oF  being  that 
^•firm  inflexible  and  fteady  charafter  he  was 
ever  efteemed  to  be^  muft  have  been  the 
moflpufillanimous,  wavering,  and  inconfift- 
ent  of  all  mortals,  if  he  had  delivered  the 
opinion  you  charge  him  with,  if  the  cir- 
cumftances  of  the  cafe  had  not  been  very 
particular  :  for  looking  .over  John  Sleidans 
hiftory  of  the  Reformation  in  Germany,  in 
order  to  fee  if  any  thing  was  mentioned 
there  concerning  the  cafe  you  allude  to  of 
FhiUp,  Landgrave  of  Hejpy  though  I  met 
with  nothing  at  all  on  that  head  through- 
out the  whole  book,  yet  I  found  the  follow- 
ing remarkable  paifages  from  a  v^^ork  of  Lu- 
ther's (which  had  the  full  approbation  of 
Melanchton,  Bucer,  and  the  other  protef- 
tant  divines)  relative  to  the  Anabaptifts  of 
that  time  which  will  clearly  fhew  what  was 
the  opinion  of  thofe  great  reformers  on  the 
matter  of  Polygamy. 

I  3  ''  The 
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''  The  evil  Spirit  who  endeavors  to  de* 
*'  ftroy  the  Chrillian  religion,  does  not 
^'  ufually  make  choice  of  Polygamy  for  the 
*'  compaffing  his  defigns,  he  knov^s  the  in- 
"  famy  and  wickednefs  of  fuch  a  practice 
^^  is  fo  notorious  that  all  men  abhqr  it/' 

Again.  *^  To  marry  as  many  wives  as 
**  his  lewdnefs  has  a  mind  to,  can  be  the 
^*  contrivance  of  none  but  fome  raw  un- 
*^  pradiced  devil." 

Now  from  thefe  extradls  which  I  have 
tranfcribed  'verbatim^  can  any  man  in  the 
v/orld  fuppofe,  that  Luther^  Melanchton^ 
and  Bucer^  at  the  very  fame  period  that  they 
were  condemning  Polygamy  in  fuch  fevere 
terms  among  the  Anahapttjlsy  were  abet- 
ting and  encouraging  it  in  the  Landgrave 
of  Hejje  ?  The  thought  is  fo  abfurd  and  ex- 
travagant, that  it  cannot  be  harbored  for  a 
moment :  I  would  therefore  humbly  pro- 
pofe  an  amendment  in  your  words,  **  this 
'*  proves  what  they  thought"  [viz.  what 
hiuher^  Bucer^  and  Melanchton  thought  on 

the 
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the  matter  of  Polygamy]  *'  but  by  no  means 
that  they  thought  right ^'^  and  would  infert 
in  their  ftead,  *'  This  proves  what  I  v^^ould 
have  them  think,  but  by  no  means  what 
they  did  think/' 

The  above-named  learned,  pious,  and 
faithful  hiftorian  "John  Sleidmi  giving  an 
account  of  that  pefliient  fedt  called  Ana- 
baptills,  (which  was  totally  different  from 
thofe  we  now  call  Baptifts)  tells  us,  that 
**  they  introduced  Polygamy/'  that  "John 
of  Ley  den  their  chief  leader  or  king,  com- 
manded his  twelve  teachers  to  declare, 
*'  that  a  man  was  not  obliged  to  confine 
**  himfelf  to  one  wife,  but  might  marry  as 
*'  many  as  he  pleafed  /'  that  thereupon 
'*  they  harangued  upon  matrimony  from 
**  their  pulpits  for  three  days  together ; 
*^  foon  after  which,  he  [^ohn  of  Leyden) 
**  married  no  lefs  than  three  wives/' — That 
''  moil  of  their  party  had  no  lefs  than  five 
**  wives  a  man.  That  this  impious  wretch 
"  who  was  their  principal  prophet,  made  one 

''  of 


i  24       The  BleJJings  of  Polygamy y  &c. 

^*  of  his  wives  kneel  down  and  beheaded  her 

"  with  his  own  hands  in  the  market  place." 

How  am  I  grieved  to  find  my  worthy 
friend  in  fuch  company  !  but  indeed  I  can 
fee  no  difference  between  his  doctrine  and 
theirs  in  the  point  of  Polygamy,  only  that 
thefe  people  did  not  go  fuch  lengths  as  to 
take  their  wives  before  they  were  married 
to  them  by  an  external  ceremony,  whereas 
he  explodes  every  thing  of  this  fort  as  fu- 
perilitious  prieflcraft. 

We  differ  vei-y  little  if  at  all,  in  our  fen^ 
timents  on  the  marriage  aft.  I  have  long 
confidered  it  not  only  as  moft  inimical  to 
the  interefts  of  the  nation,  but  as  flanding 
in  direft  oppofition  to  thofe  great  com- 
mands of  God  himfelf.  Be  fruitful  and  mul- 
tiply, "T^hofe  whom  Gpd  hath  joijied  together ^ 
let  no  man  put  af under* 

Whether  or  no  the  mere  intercourfe  of  a 
man  with  a  virgin  conftitute  a  marriage  in 
the  fight  of  God,  I  will  not  difpute  with 

you. 
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you.  Certainly,  the  man  in  fuch  cafe, 
ought  by  the  law  of  God,  to  make  her  his 
wife,  as  I  have  elfewhere  obferved  ;  yet,  I 
think  it  both  a  dangerous  and  an  unfcrip- 
tural  pofition  to  fay,  that  fhe  really  is  his 
wife,  independent  of  any  law  or  ceremony 
whatever :  which  law  or  ceremony,  how- 
ever it  may  vary,  according  to  times,  cir- 
cumftances,  and  the  cuftom  of  different  na- 
tions, is  that  folemn  adl  of  recognition  which 
binds  the  parties  together,  making  them 
one  in  a  legal  or  political  fenfe,  and  diflin- 
guifhing  their  intercourfe  from  that  of  brute 
bealls. 

When  God  created  our  lirfl  parents  In 
Paradife,  he  did  not  leave  the  man  to  take 
the  woman  to  be  his  wife ;  but  it  is  faid, 
*'  God  brought  the  woman  to  the  man.''  It 
is  true,  this  ad:,  form,  or  ceremony,  call 
it  which  you  will,  was  immediately  between 
God  and  the  parties,  but  ftill  as  our  iirft 
parents  alone  were  then  created,  it  was  the 
only  one  that  could  exifl,  and  therefore  your 
remark,  that  there  was  no  priefi  on  the  oc- 

cafion 
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cafion  was  totally  needlefs.  To  this  form 
or  ceremony  however,  moll  civilized  and  in- 
deed even  uncivilized  nations  feem  to  have 
had  refpe<5l  in  their  marriages  from  that 
time  j  and  particularly  our  own  church,  by 
appointing  a  perfon  who  is  ufually  called 
the  father^  (whether  he  be  really  fo  or  not) 
to  give  the  woman  to  the  man,  and  T  ap- 
prehend it  is  in  allufion  to  this  original  form 
and  inftitution,  that  the  author  of  the  two 
fermons  fo  much  quoted  (and  fo  much  dif- 
approved)  by  you,  fays,  that  the  prieft  or 
minifter  now  acis  in  God*s  Jieady  by  receiv- 
ing the  woman  from  the  father's  hand,  and 
delivering  her  to  her  intended  hufband  : 
And  I  remember  to  have  once  (qqii  a  Jew's 
wedding  at  Amjierdamy  where  beiides  feveral 
other  ceremonies,  fomething  of  the  fame 
form  was  obferved. 

Here  I  muft  beg  leave  to  ftate  another 

cafe  for  your  folution. 

Suppofe  a  woman  to  have  been  feduced 
by  any  man,  whether  married  or  fingle;  or 

fuppofe 
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fuppofe  (he  freely  confents  to  give  herfelf 
up  for  a  time  to  any  man ;  let  us  go  further 
ftill,  and  fuppofe  fhe  were  even  a  common 
proftitute  :  aftervi^ards  (he  is  truly  forry  ancj 
penitent  for  v/hat  (he  has  done.  Now 
ought  fuch  a  woman  to  marry,  (though  I 
can  hardly  yet  tell  what  you  mean  by  the 
word)  or  muft  ihe  for  ever  live  unmarried  ? 
— If  you  fay  fhe  may  lawfully  marry,  then 
what  becomes  of  your  otju  definition  of  mar- 
riage, feeing  by  that  definition  fhe  was  in 
the  fight  of  God,  the  true  wife  of  the  firft 
man  who  was  connected  with  her,  and  con- 
fequently  if  fhe  have  commerce  with  any 
other  fhe  is  anadulterefs,,and  the  man  with 
whom  fhe  has  that  commerce  is  an  adulterer. 
If  you  fay  flie  may  not  marry  any  other 
man  than  him  who  was  firft  connedted  with 
her,  then  in  all  probability  you  condemn 
the  poor  creature  to  dll  the  temptations  of 
a  fingle  life.  So  that  in  the  one  cafe  lewd- 
nefs  and  adultery,  in  the  other  celibacy  and 
depopulation  mufl  be  the  efFed:  of  your 
fyflem. 

But 
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But  I  avoid  any  further  difputation  on 
this  point,  efpecially  as  you  perfedlly  agree  * 
with  me  on  the  propriety  and  expediency  of 
fome  outward  recognition  of  marriage  before 
the  world,  for  the  purpofes  of  civil  fociety; 
and  as  I  heartily  acquiefce  with  you,  that 
whether  this  be  done  by  an  ecclefiaftic,  or 
by  a  juflice  of  the  peace,  as  it  was  in  the 
laft  century,  is  of  no  elTential  impor- 
tance. 

Before  I  difmifs  this  fubjedl,  I  cannot 
help  taking  notice,  that  under  your  chapter 
of  marriage,  you  bring  your  favorite  text  to 
(hew  that  nothing  can  be  added  to  or  di- 
mini(hed  from  a  marriage  in  the  fight  of 
God,  w^hen  there  has  been  an  ad:  of  union 
in  the  parties ;  which  text  however  rather 
contradidls  than  confirms  your  affertion. 
The  v/ords  arc  thefe :  If  a  man  entice  a  maid 
that  is  not  betrothed^  and  lie  with  her,  he 
JlduU furely  endow  her  to  be  his  wife.  If  her 
father  utterly  refufe  to  give  her  unto  him,  he 
Jhall  pay  money  according  to  the  dowry  of  vir- 
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gins  [E].  But  if  flie  were  really  his  wife 
before  in  the  fight  of  God,  by  the  adl  which 
had  paffed  between  them,  it  was  not  in  the 
father's  power  to  fet  up  h.is  own  againft  the 
divine  authority.  So  that  either  fhe  was 
not  his  wife,  or  elfe  the  inftitution  of  God 
gave  place  to  the  will  of  the  father. — This 
feem^  a  clear  proof  that  fomething  elfe  be- 
fides  the  mere  knowledge  of,  a  woman's 
perfon  was  neceffary  to  conftitute  a  marriage- 
under  the  Jewifh  law  j  not  to  mention  that 
the  words  he  fiall  endow  her  to  be  his  wife^ 
plainly  intimate  that  flie  was  not  his  wife 
till  fuch  endowment^  notwithftanding  the 
intercourfe  he  had  had  with  her, 

Tbje  like  may  he  faid  in  the  cafe  of  the 
woman  of  Samaria,  who.  had  had.  five  huf- 
bands^  and  when  our  Lord  held  his  con- 
ference with  her,  was  living  with  one  who 
was  not  her  hujband.  But  why  not  her 
hulband,  if  the  five  firfl:  were  dead,  and  the 
prefent  one  had  taken- poffeffion  of  her  per- 

[EJ  ExG^,  xxii.  16,   ir, 

fan? 
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fon  ?  Upon  your  plan,  nothing  dfe  was 
neceflary  to  make  them  man  and  wife  :  You 
therefore  very  unfairly,  becaufe  without  the 
leaft  authority,  fuppofe  that  one  of  the  five 
firft  was  then  living. 

Since  I  wrote  the  above,  I  have  looked  a 
fecond  time  into  the  Monthly  Review  for 
OcSober  1780,  and  muft  acknowledge  that 
what  the  Reviewers  have  faid  concerning 
our  Lord's  conference  with  the  woman  of 
Samaria,  is  fo  much  more  to  the  purpofe, 
and  fo  much  better  exprefled  than  in  my 
own  words,  that  I  beg  to  refer  the  reader 
to  their  remarks. 

In  the  Review  for  the  next  month,  is 
alfo  a  very  fatisfadlory  folution  of  the  text, 
Deut,  xxi.  15.  If  a  man  have  two  wives ^ 
one  beloved^  and  another  hated,  and  tbfy  have 
born  him  children,  both  the  beloved  and  the 
hated 'y  and  if  the firfl  born  fon  be  hers  that 
was  hated:  7 hen  it  pall  be,  when  he  rnaketh 
his  fofis  to  inherit  that  which  'he  hath,  that 

he 
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be  may  not  make  the  Jon  of  the  beloved  firfl^ 
horn  before  the  fon  of  the  hated,  which  is  in- 
deed  the  firfi-  born  :  but  he  Jloall  acknowledge 
the  fon  of  the  hated  for  the  firjl-born^  by 
giving  him  a  double  portion  of  all  that  he 
hath,  &c. 

As  our  prefent  tranflation  of  this  paffage 
coincides  with  Mr.  Madan's  opinion,  he  is 
happy  to  admit  it;  had  it  been  otherwife, 
he  would  have  flieltered  himfelf  under  the 
wing  of  his  favorite  commentator  Montanm^ 
who  renders  the  words,  cumfuei'int  vira-  duce 
ukores.  If  there  fjall  have  been  to  a  mafz 
two  wives ;  or  if  a  man  SHALL  HAVE 
HAD  two  wives ;  by  which  veriion  there 
is  no  proof  at  all  that  he  had  the  two  wives 
both  at  once.  Nay,  thef;^  words,  her's 
that  was  hated  (not  that  is  hated)  being 
in  the  paft  tenfe  imply  the  contrary.  But 
admitting  that  he  had,  flill  the  text  carries 
not  with  it  the  leaft  glimpfe  of  an  appro- 
bation of  Polygamy  on  God's  part,  but  is 
merely  direftory  of  what  fliali  be  done  with 

the  children   by  each  wife.— It  is   faid, 

Exod. 


132  The  BUjJings  of  Poly  gamy y  &c, 
Exod.xxii.  2,  3.  If  a  man  Jhall  Jleal  an  ox 
or  a  Jheep  and  kill  it  or  fell  //,  he  fiall  re- 
fi  ore  five  oxen  for  an  oXy  and  four  f jeep  for  a 
f:eep.  But  we  have  juft  the  fame  reafon  to 
fay,  that  God  approves  oi  fieep-Jlealing,  as 
that  he  approves  of  Polygamy,  becaufe  in  both 
cafes  he  gives  diredions  what  fhall  be  done: 
in  the  one  cafe,  the  thief  was  to  make  reftitu- 
tion ;  in  the  other,  the  Bigamift  was  not 
to  add  one  evil  to  another,  by  difmheriting 
the  eldefl  fon  of  the  hated  wife,  and  giving 
his  fubftance  to  the  fon  of  the  favorite 
wife. 

I  cannot  take  my  leave  of  what  the  Re- 
viewers have  fald  on  Thelyphihoray  with- 
out remarking,  that  I  think  thofe  gentle- 
men have  born  rather  too  hard  on  Mr.  Ma- 
dan,  in  fuppofing  that  he  was  guilty  of  any 
want  of  reverence  either  intended  or  not 
intended,  towards  Chrifl  or  forwards  the  fa^ 
credfcripturesy  becaufe  he  fays,  *'  that  if  it 
"  could  be  proved  that  in  any  one  inftance, 
*'  Chrift  added  to  or  diminished  from  the 
**  law  of  God,  by  ordaining  any  thing  con- 
trary 
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tfary  to  or  inconfiftent  with  it,  it  would  be 
making  him  a  greater  impoftor  than  Ma- 
homet." I  doubt  not,  but  Mr.  Madan 
fo  far  from  thinking  that  that  fuch  an 
cxpreffion  might  excite  **  emotions  of 
indignation  or  dijgujly'  meant  by  this  for- 
cible language  againft  the  idea  of  fetting 
Chrifl:  and  the  divine  law  at  variance  to  ihevv 
his  own  high  veneration  for  both. — And 
indeed  when  we  confider  that  the  apoflle 
John  teftifying  his  zeal  againft  infidelity^ 
fays,  he  that  believe th  not  God  hath  ?nade 
him  a  liar,  I  think  Mr.  Madan's  mode  of 
fpeech  is  very  juftifiable  on  fcripture  autho- 
rity. Upon  which  account  I  iliould  hope 
that  the  Reviewers,  if  they  think  there  is 
any  argument  in  w^hat  I  advance,  would 
candidly  retraft  what  they  have  faid  of  my 
miftaken,  but  ftill  worthy  friend,  (againft 
whom  they  certainly  have  fufRcient  advan- 
tage in  other  points)  for  having  uttered, 
what  at  the  firft  perufal  they  judged  to  be 
P^ocking  and  indecent y  and  tending  to  wound 
the  ear  of  the  mode  ft  and  humble  Chrijlian. 
But  if  they  Ihould  ftill  retain  their  opinion, 
K  I  hope 
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I  hope  they  will  pardon  me  for  the  liberty 

I  have  taken  in   endeavoring  to  vindicate 

one  for  v^hom  I  profefs  a  fincere  regard,  fo 

far  as  I  believe  his  intention  to  have  been 

good,  and  his  words  capable  of  a  favorable 

conflrudion. 

Still  another  obfervatlon  occurs  to  me 
on  the  text,  Exoti.  xxii.  i6,  17.  which 
being  nearly  the  fame  with  that,  Deut.  xxii. 
2S,  29.  I  fhall  juft  mention  what  I  have 
to  fay  on  them  both  together  in  this  place, 
though  perhaps  I  (hould  have  been  rather 
more  methodical  in  doing  it  in  another. 
I  have  before  remarked,  that  thefe  texts  ra- 
ther contain  a  part  of  the  judicial  law,  in 
the  midft  of  which  they  ftand  recorded, 
than  of  the  moral ;  and  ihew  that  the  com- 
mand of  God  which  enjoined,  that  //'  a 
man  had  enticed  a  maid  and  bumbled  her,  he 
jjiouli  make  her  his  wife,  and  not  put  her 
away  all  his  days,  was  rather  intended  as  a 
punifliment  to  be  inflidled  on  the  offender 
for  his  bafenefs  and  lewdnefs,  than  as  a 
fan(3:ion  given  by  God  to  Polygamy. — But 

whether 
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whether  this  law  was  ever  enforced  when 
the  man  was  a  married  man,  remains  yet  to 
be  proved.  You  have  indeed  taken  much 
pains  to  demonstrate  that  a  man  here  muft 
mean  any  mariy  married  or  not  married,  be- 
caufe  your  fyftem  cannot  fland  without  it : 
But  if  I  allow  this,  how  can  you  difallow 
that  a  woman  means  any  woman y  married  of 
not  married  ?  and  yet  you  abfolutely  refufe 
to  grant  this,  in  your  interpretation  of  that 
text,  Whofoever  looketh  on  a  woman  to  luft 
after  her^  hath  committed  adultery  with  her 
already  in  his  heart ;  as  alfo  where  it  is  faid, 
Whofoever  fiall  put  away  his  wife  and  marry 
another  committetb  adultery.  In  both  thefe 
inftances  you  infift  that  a  woman  muft  mean 
a  married  v/oman  only,  becaufe  otherwife 
Polygamy  cannot  ftand. 

The  more  I  confider  the  primitive  infll- 
tution  of  marriage,  the  more  1  am  con- 
vinced that  Polygamy  is  not  lefs  contrary 
to  the  law  of  nature,  than  to  the  law  of 
God:  for 

K  2  I,.  One 
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I.  One  woman  only  was  created  and 
given  for  the  ufe  and  comfort  of  one  mart, 
whilft  that  man  and  woman  were  in  a  flate 
of  innocence  in  Paradife  >  and  it  is  the  bu-' 
fmefs  of  Chriftianity  to  call  us  back  as  much 
as  poffible  to  that  ftate* 

II.  When  God  peopled  the  world  a  fe- 
eond  time,  after  the  flood,  it  was  without 
Polygamy,  four  men  and  four  women  only, 
who  were  wives  to  Noah  and  his  three  fons, 
were  commanded  to  go  into  the  ark  [FJ ;. 
and  from  them  was  the  whole  earth 
peopled, 

III.  Without  entering  into  a  minute  dif- 
cuflion  of  your  calculations  concerning  the 
exadl  number  of  males  and  females  which 
are  born  in  different  nations,  I  believe  it  is- 
a  matter  generally  agreed  on,  that  the  males 
throughout  the  world  are  nearly  one  fiftb 
more  than  the  females  [G] ;  fo  that  if  Po- 

[F]  Gen.  vii.   13. 

[G]  SiiJfmiUh  Provoft  of  St.  Peter's  at  Berlin,  made 
a  calculation  fome  years  ago,  by  which  it  appeared^ 
that  throughout  the  King  of  PrulTia's  dominions,  there 
were  about  505  males  to  xoo  females, 

lygamy 
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lygamy  were  univerfally  pradlifed,  numbers 
of  women  mufl  of  necellity  go  without  huf- 
bands,  and  thereby  God's  great  defign  of 
forming  th^  fexes  for  each  other,  mufl  be 
fruftrated. 

IV.  If  no  man  can  ferve  two  majiers^  be- 
caufe  he  will  love  the  one  and  hate  the  other ^ 
or  elfe  he  will  hold  to  the  one  and  dejpife  the 
other ;  how  much  lefs  can  one  man  love, 
cherifh,  and  comfort  alike  two  wives  ?  This 
feems  fo  abfolutely  impoffible,  that  I  fee 
not  how  any  thing  like  God's  original  ap- 
pointment of  marriage  and  the  mutual  hap- 
pinefs  of  man  and  wife,  can  be  maintained 
upon  the  principles  of  Polygamy ;  nay,  fo 
far  from  it,  that  it  appears  to  me,  that  the 
only  happy  marriages,  or  rather  the  leaft 
unhappy  ones,  muft  be  thofe  where  there  is 
the  moft  indifference  between  the  parties  j 
for  where  there  is  true  love  and  affed:ion, 
jealoufy,  if  it  finds  ground  to  reft  on,  will 
be  hafd  at  work,  and  that  being  the  mofl 
tormenting  of  all  pafTions,  whatever  is  the 
caufe  of  exciting  it,  had  better  be  abfent 
JC  3  th^n 


1 3  S      The  BleJJings  of  Polygamy  y  &c, 

than  prefcnt,  confequently  the  woman's  ha- 
tred of  her  hufband  would  make  her  lefs. 
miferable  than  her  love  for  him. — For  any- 
one to  affert  that  a  woman  may  have  a  true 
love  and  aifeftion  for  her  hufband,  and  yet 
feel  no  jealoufy  at  feeing  him  attached  and 
given  up  to  another,  is  at  once  to  prove  him- 
felf  totally  deflitute  of  all  fenfibility,  and 
ignorant  of  all  the  v/orkings  of  human  na- 
ture.— If  therefore  no  man  can  (as  before 
obferved)  ferve  tipo  majiers,  there  is  ilill  a 
greater  impoffibility  that  one  man  fhould, 
in  the   fcriptural  fenfe  of   the  expreffion, 
cleave  to  more  than  one  wife  at  a  time, 
viz.    in  heart,     fpirit,    and    affeftion,    as 
well  as  by  a  bodily  union.      Of  this   you 
arc  fenfible,  and  therefore  you  would  con- 
fine this  cleaving  to  the  wife  merely  to  the 
latter,  which  certainly  does  not  carry  with 
it  that  purity  of  fentirnent  which  the  fcrip- 
ture  language  means  to  convey,  and  which 
is  well  illuftrated  by  cleaving  unto  the  Lord: 
i.  e.  having  communion  and  fellowfhip  with 
}aim  \    in  which  fenfe  only  the  union  be- 
tween 
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tween  the  huftand  and  wife  is  compared 
with  that  which  fubfifts  between  Chrift  and 
his  church. 

In  all  thefe  inftances  the  law  of  God, 
and  the  law  of  nature  are  fo  blended  toge- 
ther, that  they  cannot  be  feparated. 

I  cannot  come  to  a  conclufion  without 
making  fome  few  obfervations  on  the  adver- 
tifement   which    immediately  follows    the 
title  of  your  book.     I  mean  not  however 
to  call  in  queftion  what  you  fay  of  the  //«- 
portance  or  of  the  interejling  tendency  of 
your  Treatise,  nor  whether  you  have  in- 
deed fo  mixed  **  the  utile  dulci  as  to  have 
avoided  that  tirefome  drynefs  which  ufually 
attends  treatife-writing,  and  to  have  intro- 
duced much  variety  of  entertaining  fnatterJ' 
This  affeds  not  the  grand  queftion  at  all : 
therefore  you  are  to  think  of  your  The- 
LYPHTHORA  on  thefe  points,   juft  as  you 
pleafe,  and  your  readers  will  think  of  them 
4S  they  pleafe.     What  I  objeft  againft  in 

that 
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that  advertifement,    is  a  very  pofitive  afler-" 

tion,    which  feems  hung  out  in  the  fron-? 

tifpiece,  in  order  to  ftrike  the  reader  with 

horror,  and  to  prejudice  him  in  your  favor, 

that  "  in  the  eye  of  our  municipal  laws, 

*'  women  are  of  lefs  confequehce  than  the 

*'  hearts  of  the  field;  for  it  is  lefs  penal  to 

*'  feduce,  defile,   and  abandon  to  proftitu- 

**  tion  and  ruin   a  thoufand  women  mar- 

"  ried  or  unmarried,  than  to  ileal,  kill,  or 

^*  even  malicioufly  to  maim  or  wound  an  ox 

^'  or  a  fheep."     In  proof  of  this  you  refer 

to  22  and  23  Car,  II.  ch.  7,  &;c. — 9  Geo.  I. 

ch.  22. — I  had  like  to  have  faid,  that  there 

is  a  mcft  palpable  y^^/y  in  this  afl^ertion, 

but  I  will  recall  the  word,    and  inftead  of 

falfity  we  will  read  fallacy.     It  is  true,  the 

above  ftatutes  make  it  felony  to  ileal,  kill, 

or  malicioufly  wound  an  ox  or  a  iheep,  buf 

what  proof  is  this,    that  ^^  women  are  of 

**  lefs  confequence  than  the  beails  of  the 

'*  field?"   or  indeed  where  is  the  analogy 

between  our  laws  relative  to  the  one  and  to 

the    other,    unlefs    you    can    demonilrate 

from  the  adls  which  you  have  .quoted,  that 

Z  1% 
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it  Is  lefs  criminal  to  Jleal,  killy  or  ?naliciouJly 
wound  2l  wife  or  virgin,  than  to  Jieal,  kill^ 
or  malicioujly  wound  an  ox  or  a  Jheep  ?  Suffer 
me  therefore  to  inform  you,  that  the  per-»* 
fons  of  all  women  are  fo  amply  protefted 
by  our  municipal  laws,  and  their  chaftity 
is  held  fo  facred,  that  not  only  the  viola- 
tion of  it  againft  their  will  is  death  to  the 
offender  without  benefit  of  clergy,  but  even 
^n  attempt  to  commit  a  rape,  is  punifhable 
by  one  of  the  mofl  ignominious  fentences 
that  can  be  inflicfted,  viz.  {landing  on  the 
pillory,  and  this  protedlion  is  not  only  ex- 
tended to  a  wife  or  a  virgin,  but  even  to  the 
mofl  abandoned  proftitute  -,  and  if  the  fe- 
male be  under  ttn  years  of  age,  then,  even 
though  fhe  fhould  confent  to  the  ad:,  the 
corrupter  of  her  is  adjudged  to  forfeit  his 
life. — Where  the  females  are  of  marriage- 
able age,  whether  they  themfelves  be  mar- 
ried or  not,  though  they  fhould  have  had 
an  intercourfe  with  any  man  by  their  freeft 
confent,  flill  fuch  man  is  liable  to  be  fe- 
verely  fined,  and  to  pay  damages  in  propor- 
tion tp  his  ability  to  the  father  or  hufband  of 

the 
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the  woman.  To  all  this  may  be  added, 
that  to  keep  a  brothel  is  punifliable  by  fine, 
imprifonment,  or  pillory,  according  to  the 
fentence  of  the  court  before  which  the 
party  has  been  tried  and  conviSed, 

It  may  indeed  appear  rather  prefumptu- 
ous  for  a  country  juftice  of  the  peace  (and 
I  confeft,  we  are  moft  of  us  a  very  blun- 
dering wrong-headed  tribe)  to  pretend  to 
remind  you  who  are  fo  wejl  fkilled  in  all 
parts  of  our  conftitution  of  thefe  things ; 
but  as  we  ourfelves  are  feldom  above  receiv- 
ing our  inftruftions  from  our  clerks,  and 
are  ready  to  fign  (without  reading)  whatever 
they  put  before  us,  I  flatter  myfelf  you 
will  not  think  I  mean  to  call  in  queftion 
your  knowledge  of,  or  acquaintance  with 
any  of  the  cflablifhed  laws  of  the  nation, 
becaufe  I  juft  take  the  liberty  of  whifper- 
ing  in  your  ear,  what  our  clerks  fo  fre- 
quently do  to  us,  **  Perhaps  your  worfhip 
"  does  not  immediately  recoUeSl  that  fuch 
•'  and  fuch  a  ftatute  fays  fo  and  fo". 

After 
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After  all,  there  are  certain  cafes  where- 
in we  have  reafon  to  lament  that  our 
laws  punifh  petty  offenders  with  the  utmoft 
rigor,  whilfl:  the  moft  notorious  villains  arc 
fuffered  to  go  free.  And  yet  it  is  not  pof- 
fible  for  the  wifeft  legiflature  to  guard 
againft  this,  nor  is  it  owing  to  any  defedt 
in  our  prefent  fyftern,  that  it  is  fo.  The 
caufe  of  thi3  evil  lies  in  the  corrupt  ftate 
of  human  nature.  The  cure  muft  be 
looked  for  only  at  the  hand  of  divine 
grace.  Among  thefe  is  the  punifhing  with 
death,  the  afflidted  wretch  who  fleals  mo- 
ney, goods,  or  even  meat  to  fupport  life 
to  the  value  of  one  fhilling,  whilft  the  far 
greater  robbers  who  increafe  their  hoards  by 
exorbitant  premiums  and  ufury,  or  who 
borrow  large  fums,  perhaps  to  the  diftrefs 
pf  many  families,  without  profpedl  of  pay- 
ment, in  order  to  fupport  their  own  extra- 
vagance, cannot  be  laid  hold  on  as  crimi- 
nals.— And  yet'  what  can  be  done  in  fuch  a 
cafe?  To  form  proper  penal  laws  againfl 
the  two  latter  of  thefe  charadlers  would  be 
exceeding  difficult,    and  the  execution   of 

them 
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them  ftill  more  fo. — To  repeal  thofe  aU 
ready  made,  and  to  fufFer  poverty  to  be 
pleaded  in  behalf  of  theft  or  robbery,  would 
immediately  expofe  the  perfons  and  property 
of  every  man,  to  all  the  horrors  of  rapine 
and  plunder  :  and  you  of  all  people  living, 
would  dread  th^  enading  of  any  law  for 
fupei;#eding  or  mitigating  the  punifli- 
ment  of  offenders,  as  I  have  frequently 
heard  you  fay,  and  perhaps  very  juftly, 
that  fparing  fo  many  thieves  and  robbers 
from  the  gallows,  is  the  caufe  of  their  in* 
creafe.  We  may  invent  remedies  for 
fuch  or  fuch  evils,  and  when  we  have  in- 
vented them,  they  may  turn  out  worfe  than 
the  difeafes  they  are  meant  to  cure.  Among 
thefe  remedies  is  that  of  introducing  Poly- 
gai^y  by  waV  of  preventing  adultery  and 
fornication ;  and  it  calls  to  my  mind  a  ftory 
which  the  famed  Voltaire  once  told  me  at 
Geneva,  of  a  French  clown,  who  jumped 
into  a  river  in  order  to  efcape  a  fhower  of 
rain. 

However^i 
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However,  that  the  doftrine  of  T/je/yph- 
ihora  does  indeed  tend  to  make  women  of  lefs 
confequence  than  the  be,afls  of  the  f  eld;  per- 
haps the  following  inftance  will  ferve  to 
evince. 

I  am  now  for  the  laft  time  to  fuppofe  Po- 
lygamy eftablifhed  by  law  in  this  kingdom  ^ 
and  I  will  alfo  fuppofe  that  it  has  been  fo 
for  about  five  or  fix  years.  My  fervant 
knocks  at  my  ftudy  door,  puts  a  paper  into 
my  hand,  and  tells  me  that  a  poor  woman 
who  is  weeping  in  the  pall'age  with  three 
young  children,  begs  me  to  read  it  over  ;  I 
find  it  to  be  as  follows : 


**  The  Humble  Petition  of 
Mary,  wife  of  John  Williams,  fhew- 
eth,  that  your  poor  petitioner  has  been 
married  to  the  faid  John  Williams,  a 
labouring  man,  for  the  fpace  of  ten  years 
and  upwards  ;  that  he  made,  your  petiti- 
oner a  good  and  an  induflrious  hufband, 
and  maintained  his  family  very  decently 
till  about  four  years  ago,  when  he  mar- 

''  ried 


ti 
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**  ried  another  woman,  by  whom  he  has 
**  two  more  children ;  and  after  that  mar- 
**  ried  a  third  wife,  who  has  at  different 
**  times  beaten  your  petitioner,  as  alfo  his 
"  fecond  wife,  in  the  moft  barbarous  man- 
**  ner,  and  turned  us  both  out  of  doors : 
*^  befidcs  that  the  wages,  which  the  faid 
John  Williams  earned  by  his  work,  were 
but  juft  fufficient  to  maintain  your  poor 
petitioner  and  three  children  when  he 
had  no  other  wife  5  fo  that  if  your  pe- 
**  titioner  had  not  been  turned  out  of  the 
**  houfe,  (he  and  her  young  children  had 
**  no  other  profpedt  but  that  of  beggary 
**  and  ftarving,  which  ftill  your  petitioner 
"  (by  the  grace  of  God)  had  rather  fubmit 
**  to,  than  to  turn  thief  or  proftitute  to 
**  fupply  her  wants,  which  the  feeond  wife 
**  of  the  faid  John  Williams  has  done. 
*'  Your  petitioner  therefore  humbly  hopes 
"  that  ail  good  Chriftians  will  pity  her  de- 
«•  plorable  lituation,  and  that  of  her  poor 
**  deftitute  infants,  and  your  petitioner  will 
1^  as  in  duty  bound  fmcerely  pray. 

Mary  Williams, 
her  +  mark. 
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Now  is  this  cafe  at  all  unlikely  to  happen 
upon  the  introdudtion  of  Polygamy  ?  Nay, 
is  there  not  all  the  reafon  in  the  world  to 
fuppofe,  that  if  not  exadlly  the  fame,  yet 
imilar  cafes  of  wretchednefs  muft  abound 
in  every  corner  of  the  land  ?  And  furely, 
whatever  is  the  caufe  of  this  abjed:  diflrefs, 
muft  be  the  means  of  expofing  women  and 
children  to  too  much  greater  hardfhips  and 
miferies  than  the  beafts  of  the  field  are  fub- 
jedt  to. 

Although  I  have  the  honor  of  ftanding 
in  a  two-fold  capacity  among  thofe  to  whom 
your  Treatifi  is  dedicated,  viz,  as  a  governor 
of  the  Lock  Hofpital,  and  as  a  member  of 
the  Legiflature ;  yet  you  will  readily  fup- 
pofe from  the  foregoing  pages,  that  I  think 
it  abfolutely  incumbent  upon  me  in  each 
of  thofe  capacities  to  exprefs  my  intire  difap- 
probation  of  that  Treatife ;  Fir  ft  ^  as  being 
totally  repugnant  to  the  fcriptures  of  truth. 
Secondly,  as  being  pregnant  with  the  moft 
pernicious  confequences  towards  the  ftate, 
and  calculated  (however  unintentionally  by 

you) 
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you)  to  multiply  all  that  train  of  evils 
which  it  would  fpecioufly  appear  to  redrefs 
or  prevent.  I  affure  you,  dear  Sir,  not 
from  hearfay  evidence,  but  from  certain 
knovv^ledge,  that  the  altercations,  diffenti- 
ons,  and  prejudices  againft  religion,  which 
Polygamy  in  embryo  has  occafioned  at  a 
confiderable  diftance  from  the  capital,  not 
only  in  two  counties  which  are  contiguous 
to  me,  but  in  that  moft  refpedable  and  moft 
indulgent  county  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  rcprefent,  have  run  fo  high,  that  I  fhould 
dread  its  introduftion  by  law  worfe  than  if 
any  member  were  to  move  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  bill  for  the  eftablilliment  of  the  plague, 
And  though  I  hope  the  real  fenfe  I  have 
of  the  deficiency  of  my  own  abilities,  will 
ever  prevent  me  from  giving  the  houfe 
much  trouble  by  my  loquacity,  and  though 
upon  moft  occafions,  I  fhall  probably  con- 
tent myfelf  with  giving  an  honeft  inde- 
pendent aye  or  no^  yet  if  your  fyftem  were 
ever  to  become  the  objedl  of  the  legiilature 
(of  which  however  I  fee  not  the  leaft  prof- 
ped),  I  am  perfuaded  I  Ihould  not  be  able 

to 
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to  contain  myfelf,  but  fhould  efteem  it 
my  moft  indifpenfible  duty,  to  bear  an 
open  teftimony  againft  it  in  the  fenate,  as 
well  as  from  the  prefs* 

Though  it  be  a  matter  of  too  much  no- 
toriety, that  the  author  of  Thelyphthora  is  a 
reigning  toaft  among  the  jovial  fons  of  plea- 
fure  at  their  clubs  and  taverns,  yet  I  fhould 
not  have  mentioned  this  circumftance,  but 
as  .it  tends  to  demonftrate  the  charadler  and 
ftamp  of  thofe  who  wifh  well  to  Polygamy, 
by  the  eftablilhment  of  which  alone,  the 
hufband  who  is  fond  of  variety,  or  the 
young  debauchee  who  is  yet  unmarried,  can 
hope  to  get  polTeffion  of  the  perfons  of 
thofe  women  who  otherwife  would  not 
confent  to  their  folicitations,  and  this  not 
merely  without  feeling  their  confciences 
checked  for  the  fm  they  might  otherv/ife 

think  themfelves  guilty  of,  but  all  the  while 
congratulating  themfelves,     that    they  are 

difcharging  their  duty  as  faithful  fervants  of 

God,  and  good  members  of  the  community. 

Thus  Polygamy  is  made  the  dernier  rejort 

of    (otherwife    defpairing)  _  lewdnefs,    and 

L  even 
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even  covers  the  vileft  debauchery,  under 
the  fancStimonlous  doublet  of  obedience  to 
the  divine  lav7,  and  utility  towards  the  flate; 
whilft  thofc  vv^ho  difavow  the  principles  and 
praftice  of  Polygamy,  are  held  forth  as  la- 
boring under  the  difeafe  of  a  fcrupulous 
confcience,  and  as  being  faft  bound  with 
the  (hackles  of  ignorance,  fuperftition,  and 
prieftcraft. 

It  is  now  time  that  I  fhoald  put  an  end 
to  this  painful  epiftle,  which  though  cir- 
cumfcribed  within  a  much  narrower  com- 
pafs,  will  I  believe  be  found  to  contain  a 
reply  to  every  material  argument  you  have 
made  ufe  of,  at  leaft  fo  far  as  the  dodlrine 
of  Polygamy  is  concerned. 

It  may  indeed  be  objeded,  that  an  an- 
fwer  to  two  odtavo  volumes,  cannot  pofli- 
bly  be  confined  to  the  limits  of  a  book  not 
much  larger  than  a  pamphlet,  but  I  am 
under  the  neceffity  of  remarking  that  your 
whole  Treatife  would  not  greatly  have  ex- 
ceeded the  bulk  of  my  letter,  had  it  been 
freed  from  its  multiplied  repetitions,  and 

had 
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had  you  omitted  pages  without  number, 
which  anfwer  no  other  end  than  to  bias  the 
reader  in  your  favor,  but  which  in  truth 
and  reality,  have  juft  the  fame  force  in 
whatever  caufe  they  are  brought  to  fupport. 
I  mean  your  cenfure  of  thofe  who  obfcure 
pr  adulterate  the  pure  word  of  God  by 
fuch  comments  of  their  own  devifmg,  as 
errory  prejudice,  and  Jiiperjiitiony  may  di- 
red:,  adopting  found  for  fenfey  fetting  them^ 
felves  up  to  be  wifer  than  God,  walking  in 
the  fteps  of  Socinusy  Mahqmet  [H],  and  Ce- 

[H]  As  this  falfe  prophet  was  the  grand  patron  of 
Polygamy,  he  mull  feel  himfelf  very  aukward  at  being 
fo  frequently  introduced  into  the  company  of  Mono- 
gamifts,  and  would  certainly  be  much  more  at  eafe 
among  thofe  of  his  own  fentiments  on  this  head. 

The  learned  Mr.  Sale,  in  his  tranflation  of  the  Ko- 
ran, p.  204,  note,  mentions  that  one  of  the  great  re- 
proaches caft  on  Mahomet  by  the  Jews,  *'  was  on  ac- 
**  count  of  the  great  number  of  his  wives.  For  the 
*'  Jews  faid,  that  if  he  was  a  true  prophet,  his  care  and 
**  attention  would  he  employed  about  fomething  elje  than 
»^  women  and  the  getting  of  children, — It  may  be  ob- 
**  ferved  (adds  Mr.  Sale)  that  it  is  a  tpaxim  of  the 
*'  Jews  that  nothing  is  more  repugnant  to  prophecy 
"  tjian  carnality." 

L  2  rinthus^ 
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rinthusy  and  fetting  Chrlji  and  Mojes  at  va^ 
riance. 

Now  It  IS  certain,  that  a  writer  ufually 
makes  more  converts  to  his  opinion  by  der 
clamatlon  of  this  fort,  than  by  any  other 
method,  becaufe  it  at  once  raifes  the  indig-^ 
nation  of  the  reader  againft  fuch  fophifti- 
cators  of  God's  word,  whilft  it  banifhes  all 
fufpicion  that  the  perfon  who  is  expreffing 
his  abhorrence  of  their  practice,  is  himfelf 
found  to  a^lopt  it ;  yet  by  th^fe  means  an 
cafy  way  is  made  for  the  introduction  of  an 
author's  fentiments  into  the  mind  which 
is  already  fo  ftrongly  prepoflefled  in  his 
favor. 

Far,  very  far  be  it  frorn  me,  to  affirm 
that  you  have  done  any  thing  of  this  fort, 
in  order  to  deceive  or  miflead  the  fmcere 
inquirer  after  truth,  I  bear  you  witnefs, 
that  the  honefty  and  integrity  of  your  heart 
fet  you  quite  above  the  reach  of  fuch  unfair 
dealing  :  but  an  overweening  attachment  to 
a  favorite  notion,  has  led  you  to  conclude, 
that  whatever  parts  of  God's  word  feemed 
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to  militate  againft  that  notion,  muft  have 
been  hitherto  mifunderftood  ;  and  hence  I 
am  forry  to  fay,  that  you  have  compelled 
fcripture  to  ftoop  to  your  fyllem,  rather 
than  fufFer  your  fyftem  to  ftand  or  fall  by 
the  decifions  of  fcripture. 

I  know  that  you  have  complained  heavily 
of  the  many  letters  of  remonJftrance  which 
were  fent  you,  before  the  publication  of 
your  book,  to  defire  you  to  fupprefs  it.  I 
^an  only  fay,  it  is  pity  you  did  not  attend 
to  them^  for  if  it  be  a  received  maxim, 
that  vox  populi  is  vox  Dee,  how  much  more 
vox  amicorum,  how  much  more  yet,  vox 
Chnjiiaiiorum  ! 

I  find  by  your  preface,  that  you  fubmit- 
ted  the  perufal  of  your  manufcript  to  fome 
learned  and  pious  friends:  though  I  dare 
not  lay  claim  to  either  of  thefe  adjeftives, 
yet  I  do  lay  claim  to  a  very  great  iliare  in 
the  fubftantive,  and  therefore  beg  to  afTure 
you,  that  if  I  had  had  the  honor  of  being 
ranked  among  thofe  friends,  fo  far  from 
joining  them  in  their  approbation,  I  fhould 

hav§ 


1 54  ^^^  BleJJings  of  Polygamy y  &c. 
have  been  ready  to  have  done  wrhat  Mrs, 
Am/worth  IS  reported  to  have  done  by  the 
manufcript  of  her  hufband's  didionary,  juft 
as  it  was  ready  for  the  prefs,  viz,  to  have 
committed  it  to  the  flames,  for  no  other 
reafon,  than  becaufe  the  good  laborious  man 
(v^ho  by  the  bye  found  one  wife  quite  a 
match  for  him)  had  the  misfortune  to  break 
one  of  her  favorite  tea-cups :  but  my  con- 
dud  would  certainly  have  proceeded  frorn 
much  better  motives  than  that  of  revenge, 
viz.  love  to  my  friend,  love  to  God, 
and  zeal  for  the  interefts  of  the  gofpel. 

I  would  wilh  to  convince  you ;  but  if  \ 
cannot  do  this,  be  afTured  nothing  is  fur- 
ther from  my  thoughts  than  to  offend  you  ; 
and  therefore  if  you  have  found  any  thing 
throughout  this  letter  which  you  may  think 
bears  rather  too  hard  upon  you,  let  me  in^ 
treat  you  not  to  look  upon  it  as  levelled 
againft  you,  but  what  I  am  fully  perfuade^ 
are  the  errors  you  hold. 

With  heart-felt  grief,  I  fee  that  fome 
eminent  and  faithful  minifters  of  the  gofpej 

have 
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have  imbibed  your  fentiments,  and  are  even 
earnefl  in  the  propagation  of  them,  whilft 
others  are  fecretly  won  over  to  them,  but 
through  fear  of  domeftic  uneafinefs,  or  other 
motives,  do  not  choofe  openly  to  avow 
them. 

Thefe  things  I  do  fee ;  but  how  far  t]ie 
evil  will  yet  fpread,  I  cannot  fee.  I  trufl: 
however,  that  the  firm  conviftion  I  have 
in  my  own  mind,  of  the  great  impropriety 
of  your  having  fent  the  Treatife  in  queftit^a 
abroad  into  the  world,  will  plead  fufficient 
apology  for  this  public  addrefs,  from  one 
who  has  always  efteemed  it  both  an  honor 
and  happinefs  to  fubfcribe  himfelf. 

Rev.  and  dear  Sir, 

Your  moil  fmcere 

and  affectionate  friend, 
RICHARD    HILL. 

P.  S.  Your  I'reatife  had  been  publillied 
full  half  a  year  before  I  could  periuade  my- 
felf  to  read  it,  which  will  account  for  my 
having  been  f«  long  in  fending  out  my  an- 
fwer  to  it. 


ADVERTISEMENT. 

T  THINK  myfelf  in  a  manner  obligated 
to  publifli  the  following  Letter,  in  order 
to  cofivince  the  reader,  that  I  ufed  every 
method  in  my  power  to  avoid  this  contro- 
verfy,  by  trying  to  prevent  my  much 
efteemed  Friend  from  fending  abroad  his 
Treatife^  which  I  hope  will  plead  my  apo- 
logy for  any  repetition  or  famenefs  of  argu- 
ment, which  may  appear  both  in  the  letter 
and  in  the  addrefs. 
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TO    THE 


kEv.    MARTIN    MADAR^ 


My  very  dear  friendi 

T  W  A  S  exceedingly  concerned  to  hear  a 
few  days  ago,  from  one  who  has  a  fin- 
cere  regard  for  you,  that  you  are  going  to 
publifli  a  book  upon  the  lawfulnefs  of  Poly- 
gamy, i  remember  to  have  often  heard 
you  deliver  your  fentiments  on  the  fubjedt 
to  particular  friends^  but  never  could  have 
imagined  that  you  would  have  fent  them 
abroad  into  the  world ;  and  now  befeech 
you  to  confider  well  the  tendency  of  fuch  a 
ftep,  before  you  advance  any  further.  Even 
M  fuppofe 
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fuppofe  all,  and  more  than  all  you  could 
wifli  -to  have  efFedted  by  the  publica- 
tio'tf;  fuppofe  you  fhould  convince  thoufands 
that  they  might,  without  fin,  have  more 
wives  than  one  -,  what  end  will  this  anfwer  ? 
What  good  will  it  do  you  ?  What  glory 
will  it  bring  to  God?  What  advantage  will 
it  be  of  to  fociety  ?  To  fay  the  leaft,  it  will 
take  up  a  great  deal  of  your  time,  which 
might  certainly  be  much  better  fpent.  It 
can  render  no  fervice  to  the  caufe  of  chrifti- 
anity,  unlefs  you  can  alfo  prove  that  every 
additional  wife  will  bring  with  her  an  addi- 
tional flock  of  grace.  And  with  regard  to 
fociety,  it  is  likely  to  bring  with  it  an  innu- 
merable train  of  evils ;  and  the  more,  as  all 
the  pafTions,  lufts  and  corruptions  of  human 
nature,  will  be  fo  flrongly  inclined  to  favor 
your  dodtrine,  that  they  will  unite  all  their 
force  to  profelyte  the  judgment;  and  then 
who  fhall  dare  to  fplit  the  difference  between 
two  wives  and  two  hundred?  And  if  this 
be  allowed  on  the  man's  fide,  you  will  not 
doubt  but  there  are  females  amongfl  us  to 
be  found,  who'  will  plead  for  an  extcnfion 

of 
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of  the  privilege  to  their  own  fex.  I  do  not 
fay  this  age  is  worfe  than  former  ones, 
but  I  fancy  you  will  agree  with  me,  that  it 
is  not  much  better,  and  that  we  do  not  live 
in  times  wherein  it  is  neceifary  to  help  man- 
kind to  a  fandiion  for  taking  more  wives  than 
one,  efpecially  when  they  are  well  tired  of 
the  iirft. 

I  (hould  do  you  the  higheft  injuflice  as  a 
man  of  {tnky  and  as  a  chriftian,  to  fuppofe 
you  had  not  fome  good  and  ufeful  defign  in 
view  by  this  intended  publication  :  Yet 
what  that  defign  may  be,  I  cannot  at  all 
conceive  :  But  I  evidently  difcern  the  moil 
dreadful  and  pernicious  confequences,  if  you 
(hould  make  many  or  any  converts  to  your 
opinion  ;  and  if  you  do  not  make  converts, 
ciii  bonofcriiere?  It  is  all  loft  labour  and 
wafte  paper.  In  the  church  of  God,  many 
may  be  ftaggered  and  puzzled,  many  will  be 
afhamed  and  grieved  j  and  lifelefs  profcflbrs 
will  be  gazing  about  at  the  Locke  and 
Tottenham  for  fome  new  objed  of  delight, 
that  when  they  have  loft  every  other  mark 
M  2  of 
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of  faintfliip,  they  may  at  leaft  follow  the 
examples  of  fome  Old  Teftament  faints.  In 
having  plenty  of  wives  and  concubines. 
And  now  I  am  upon  this  point,  I  remember 
that  my  dear  friend's  grand  argument  in 
fupport  of  his  dodrine  was  that  when  the 
fcripture  mentions  the  polygamy  of  the 
Patriarchs,  they  are  never  cenfured  on  this 
account.  But  does  this  prove  that  what 
they  did  w*as  no  fpot  in  their  characters,  or 
that  it  was  agreeable  to  the  mind  and  will  of 
God  ?  This,  I  think,  would  be  a  dange- 
rous pofition,  and  might  be  equally  urged  as 
a  plea  for  Noah's  drunkennefs,  or  Lot's 
drunkennefs  and  inceft  together ;  none  of 
which  fins  are  particularly  reprehended  in 
the  perfons  of  whom  they  are  recorded.  I 
would  wave  difputes  how  far  the  Jewifh 
worthies  (though  faved  by  faith  in  the  fame 
Redeemer)  fell  fliort  of  the  privileges  of 
thofe  who  live  under  the  clearer  light  of  the 
gofpel;  but  certainly  you  will  allow  there 
was  a  difference  between  them  ;  the  former 
faw  thi'ough  a  glafs  darkly y  the  times  of  refor- 
mation were  not  fully  come :  And  as  in  the 
2  matter 
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matter  of  putting  away  their  wives ,  God 
bore  with  them,  becavfe  of  the  hardnefs  of 
their  hearts,  fo  how  fiir  he  might  do  fo  in 
their  taking  a  plurality  of  wives,  is,  per- 
haps, not  for  us  to  determine  j  but  certainly 
fro?n  the  beginning  it  was  not  fo,  Adam  had 
only  his  Eve,  though  from  her  the  whole 
earth  was  to  be  peopled. 

Till,  therefore,  it  can  be  proved  that 
Polygamy  is  allowed  by  the  gofpel  of  Chrift, 
the  example  of  believers  under  the  legal  dif- 
penfation,  will  not  fulSiciently  authorize  the 
pradiceof  it;  and  fo  far  from  being  allowed, 
it  appears  to  me  to  be  moft  clearly  forbidden; 
for  if  our  blefled  Lord  condemns  the  repu- 
diating one  wife  and  taking  another,  except 
for  the  caufe  of  fornication,  it  is  the  fame 
thing,  as  if  he  had  faid  in  exprefs  words, 
that  a  man  fhould  have  only  one  wife  at  a 
time.  And  when  St.  Paul  fays,  '*  To 
'^  avoid  fornication,  let  every  man  have  his 
^*  own  wife,  and  every  woman  her  own 
••  hufband,"  the  certain  conclufion  to  be 
drawn  from  the  injunftion  is,  that  every  man 
M  3  who 
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who  takes  any  other  woman,  doth  not  avoid 
fornicatipn,  any  more  than  the  woman  who 
takes  any  other  man  doe^.  And  indeed  the 
w|iole  7th  chapter  of  thefirft  Epiftle  to  the 
Corinthians,  is  founded  on  the  fuppofition 
(as  a  matter  taken  for  granted  by  the  whole 
chriftian  church)  that  the  hufband  has  or  can 
have  but  one  wife,  ^ny  more  than  the  wife 
can  have  but  one  hufband.  Do,  my  dear 
Sir,  read  and  pray  over  the  whole  chapter, 
and  furely  convidion  muft  accompany  the 
word. 

I  muft  further  remark,  that  the  allufion 
which  the  Apoftle  draws  between  the  mar- 
riage bond  and  the  union  which  fubfifts 
between  Chrift  and  his  fpoufe,  or  his  body, 
the  church,  would  be  ayery  unjufl  one,  and 
would  flul  in  almoft  every  infiance,  if  be- 
lievers might  have  more  wives  tha^  one  at  a 
time  ',  and  inftead  of  faying  that  ^*  they  two 
(the  hufband  ajid  wife)  fliall  be  one  flefli," 
he  ought  to  have  left  the;  matter  more  at 
large,  and  Ihould  have  faid,  *'  they  three^  or 
tbeyfoury  lliall  be  one  flefh,"  which  carries 
3  an 
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an  abfurdity  and  contradiction  in  the  very 
mention.  Neither  could  he  with  anypio- 
prietyhave  exhorted  **  every  man  to  love 
*'  his  wife  even  as  himfelf,"  as  that  would 
be  confining  that  afFedion  to  one  alone, 
which  each  wife  had  an  equal  right  to  fhare 
in;  but  as  hefpeaks  in  the  Angular,  and  not 
in  the  plural  number,  this  proves  to  demon- 
ftration,  that  a  plurality  of  wives  was  never 
thought  of,  much  lefs  allowed  by  this  chofen 
vefTel, 

But  not  to  multiply  fcriptures,  (though 
many  more  might  be  produced)  confider  the 
judgment  and  praftice  of  the  whole  Catholic 
church  from  the  very  beginning.  Can  any 
one  example  be  produced  of  the  toleration  of 
Polygamy  ?  On  the  contrary,  have  not  almoit 
all  chriflian  nations,  our  own  in  particular, 
puniilied  it  with  death,  as  an  heinous  offence 
againd  the  laws  of  God,  and  the  welfare  of 
fociety  ? 

But  I  will  go  one  flep  further  with  regard 
to  the  Old  Teftament  faints  j  I  will  even 

fuppofe 
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fuppofe  that  God  allowed  them  a  plurality 
of  wives ;  llill  this  will  not  prove  the  point 
that  Polygamy  is  lawful  tp  Chriftians  j  for  the 
only  flandard  of  right  and  wrong  is  the  com-- 
mand  and  will  of  God  5  and  when  God  wills 
or  comriiands  a  thing  to  be  done,  then  the 
doing  of  it  ceafes  to  be  finful,  though  ab- 
llradled  from  that  command,  it  might  be  a 
notorious  adt  of  wickednefs,  Thus  it  was 
no  fin  in  Samuel  to  hew  the  king  of  the 
Amalekites  in  pieces ;  though  if  God  had  not 
willed  and  commanded  it,  Samuel  had  been 
guilty  of  a  very  abominable  murder.  So  to 
marry  the  brother's  wife,  was  forbidden  by 
the  Levitical  law,  as  an  inceftuous  com- 
merce ;  yet  when  the  brother  died  without 
iffue,  it  was  adtually  enjoined  the  next 
brother  to  marry  the  w^idow,  and  to  raife  up 
feed  unto  his  brother  -,  and  if  he  did  not  do 
lb,  he  incurred  the  heavy  dilj)leafure  of  God^^ 
as  in  the  cafe  of  Onan.  All  I  argue  fron> 
thefe  inftances,  is,  that  God,  as  fovereign 
of  all  men,  has  full  right  to  permit  or  order 
that  at  one  time,  or  upon  one  occafion,j 
V^'hich  he  h.:s  an   equal  right  to  forbid  at 

others  i 
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others ;  and  therefore  that  he  might  fuffer 
that  to  be  done  fo;:  his  own  wife  purpofes  by 
Abraham,  David,  &c.  under  the  Jewiih 
economy,  that  made  nothing  perfeBy  which 
now  he  has  the  fame  right  to  prohibit  to  be- 
Jievers  under  the  meridian  of  the  gofpel. 

But  now  fuppofe  all  thefe  arguments  (and 
I  might  produce  many  more)  have  no  weight 
with  you  i  ftill  let  me  return  to  my  former 
queflion.  What  good  is  your  book  likely  to 
do  ?  If  it  be  not  againft  the  cxprefs  laws  of 
God,  I  am  fure  it  is  againft  the  exprefs  laws 
of  the  land ^  and  fubjeftion  to  the  powers 
that  are,'  has  always  been  your  avowed 
principle.  Why,  then,  would  you  deviate 
from  it  in  the  prefent  inftance,  when  in  pro- 
portion to  your  known  charad:er  as  a  mini- 
fter  of  Chrift,  and  to  your  abilities  as  a 
lawyer  and  cafuift,  your  book  is  likely  to 
create  confufion  in  the  ftate,  as  well  as  in 
private  families  ?  Can  you  pray  for  God's 
bleffing  on  your  undertaking?  Will  the 
completion  of  it  bring  you  any  comfort  on 
your  death  bed  ?  Who,  think  you,  will  be 

benefited 
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benefited  by  it  ?  Will  the  community,  will 
individuals  be  the  better  for  it  ?  Probably 
the  officers  of  Doftor's  Commons  may  get 
more  grift  to  their  mill  by  the  additional 
number  of  divorces  it  may  occafion  ;  (though 
by  the  bye,  thefe  gentlemen  have  tolerable 
reafon  to  be  fatisfied  in  this  refped)  and  pro-* 
bably  the  author  of  the  trials  for  adultery, 
will  foon  extend  his  filthy  pages  from  five 
volumes  to  fifty. 

But  I  find  I  am  extending  my  letter  to  2, 
tirefome  length.  Bei\r  with  me,  my  dear 
friend,  and  forgive  me  this  wrong  ;  and  if 
you  ftill  think  I  have  been  deficient  in  argu- 
ments, fuffer  me  to  fupply  the  want  of  them 
by  intreaties.  I  befeech  you,  therefore,  by 
the  mercies  of  God  in  Chx^-ift  Jefus,  that  you 
will  not  fend  out  under  the  fanftion  of  your 
very  refpedable  name,  a  book  of  fuch  a 
dangerous  tendency  \  and  if  you  have  any 
love  for  your  chriftian  friends,  (which  of  all 
others,  I  have  no  reafon  to  doubt)  any 
concern  for  the  glory  of  God,  the  peace  of 
his  church,  your  own  reputation,  and  the 
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good  of  mankind,  that  you  will  not  publifh 
the  Treatife  in  queftion:  Or,  if  this  be 
already  done,  that  you  will  forbid  the  fur- 
ther fale  of  it,  and  thereby  remedy  the 
mifchief  as  much  as  poffible. 

But  after  all,  I  hope  I  am  combating  a 
rnan  of  ftraw  5  and  that  you  have  no  fuch 
defign  in  view,  as  I  have  been  informed  of; 
to  be  aflured  of  which,  from  your  own  pen, 
will  afford  a  real  fatisfadion  to^ 


My   dear  Friend, 

Your's  moft  lincerely  and  affedtionately, 

RICHARD  HILL, 


Haw\fto?2ey  Feb.  2,   1780. 
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IT  is  poflible  fome  perfons  may  have  the 
curiofity  to  examine  The  hlejjings  of 
Polygamy y  who  yet  give  themfelves  little  or 
no  trouble  about  the  blejjings  ofeter7iity.  To 
fuch  I  beg  leave  to  put  a  very  interefting 
queftion,  and  yet,  I  muft  own,  a  moft  un- 
fafhionable,  a  moft  unpolite,  and,  in  gene- 
ral, a  moft  unwelcome  queftion.  It  is  this. 
Have  you  ever  ferioufly  thought  of  death  ? 
Nay,  ftartle  not,  for  it  is  by  no  means 
foreign  to  the  purpofe;  So  far  from  it,  that 

every 
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every  word  I  have  been  writing,  and  every 
Word  you  have  been  reading,  has  a  view  to 
this  one  queftion  only.  Why  have  I  been 
proving  the  abfolute  unlawfulnefs  of  Poly- 
gamy ?  Not  to  gratify  curiofity ;  not  to 
fettle  a  point  of  no  importance ;  but  becaufc 
I  am  fully  purfuaded  that  the  praftice  of  it 
is  highly  ofFenfive  to  God,  and  dangerous  to 
the  fouls  of  men.  For  the  very  fame  reafon, 
therefore,  that  I  would  write  a  diffuafive 
from  Polygamy,  I  would  write  a  diffuafive 
from  every  other  fin  ;  and  for  the  fame 
reafon  why  I  would  wifh  to  avoid  every  fin, 
I  would  wifh  to  meet  death  with  confidence; 
and  this  certainly  cannot  be  done,  without 
I  ferioufly  and  frequently  bring  the  hour  of 
death  to  view.  Surely,  then,  this  is 
fufficient  reafon  for  refuming  the  queftion* 
Have  you  ever  feriouily  thought  of  death  ? 
If  you  have  not,  I  think  you  will  hardly 
deny  that  you  are  wholly  unfit  to  launch 
into  eternity.  If  you  have  ferioufly  thought 
on  death,  then  remember  that  as  the  fting  of 
death  is  fitly  fo  the  jlrength  of  fn  is  the  law^ 
I   Cor.    XV.   56.  and  that  before  this   law 

there 
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there  is  none  righteous y  no  not  one -y  fora§-» 
much  as  all  havefmned^  and  come Jhort  of  the 
glory  of  God :  So  that  every  door  of  hope  by 
man's  own  imperfed:  obedience,  being  abfo- 
lutely  fhut  up,  there  is  no  other  way  of  re- 
covering the  Divine  favor,  but  through  the 
redemption  that  is  in  Jefus  Chrijly  Rom.  iii. 
10.  19,  20,  &c.  &c. 

You  may  try  to  ftifle  the  convictions  of 
your  own  mind,  by  the  foothing  opium  of 
pleafure,  or  by  hiding  yourfelf  in  the  wild 
thickets  of  infideUty,  ftill  confcience  will  at 
times  find  you  out,  and  tell  you,  with  aa 
unwelcome  voice,  that  though -you  are  the 
creature  of  a  day,  you  have  neverthelefs  an 
immortal  part  within  you,  which  can  never 
never  die,  and  that  you  muft  very  foon  appear 
before  the  aweful  tribunal  of  an  holy  God, 
where  all  the  actions  of  your  life,  and  even 
the  moflfecret  thoughts  of  your  heart,  will 
be  laid  open  before  an  affembled  world. 

Let  me  intreat  you  ferioufly  to  confider 
thefe  things.     Believe  me,  I  fhould  be  fin- 

cerely 
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cerely  grieved  to  leave  no  other  impreffion  on 
your  mind  than  a  jingle  of  Polygamy,  Bigamy 
and  Monogamy;  and  therefore  that  the  fore- 
going Addrefs  may  anfwer  fome  falutary  end, 
I  hope  you  will  not  think  I  impofe  a  hard 
tafk  on  you,  in  requefting  you  to  return  to 
your  chamber,  and  there  to  commune  with 
your  own  hearty  if  it  be  but  for  one  quarter  of 
an  hour ;  and  with  a  pious  ejaculation  to 
him  who  feeth  in  fecret,  beg  that  you  may 
know  the  real  ftate  of  your  foul,  if  (like  that 
of  the  rich  prefumptuous  fool  in  the  gofpel) 
it  (hould  this  night  Be  required  of  you. 


FINIS. 
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